Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  tliis  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  in  forming  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http: //books  .google  .com/I 


1^^^^^ 

THE  BIBLE  IN   THE    NINETEENTH    CENTURY 


A 


THE    BIBLE 


IN    THE 


NINETEENTH    CENTURY 


EIGHT  LECTURES 


BY 


J.    ESTLIN    CARPENTER,   M.A. 

LBCTUKSS    ON    THB   HI8TOST    OP    SBUOIOM 
yAMCIBSTBS  COLLBGB.  OXPORO 


LONGMANS,     GREEN,    AND    CO. 

39    PATERNOSTER    ROW,     LONDON 
NEW    YORK   AND   BOMBAY 

1903 


.  i 


PRXMTBD  BT  BLSOM  AMD  CO. 
yARXXT-PLACB,  HULL. 


TO 

A.    M.   C. 

WITH   WHOSE   ENCOURAGEMENT 

THESE   LECTURES 

WERE   FIRST   DELIVERED 

AND   AFTERWARDS 
MADE   INTO   THIS   BOOK 


PREFATORY   NOTE. 

This  book  originated  in  a  course  of  lectures  delivered 
in  various  towns  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales,  during 
the  years  1900 — 1903.  Their  object  was  to  awaken  the 
interest  of  Christians  of  all  Churches  in  the  modern  study 
of  the  sacred  books  of  their  religion,  by  sketching  the  history 
of  the  processes  of  investigation,  and  indicating  some  of  the 
results  which  have  been  so  far  attained. 

In  preparing  the  lectures  for  the  press,  it  was  possible  to 
expand  the  treatment  of  some  topics  which  were  handled 
with  inevitable  brevity  in  oral  exposition ;  but  their  sequence 
has  not  been  altered,  and  the  author  has  endeavoured 
throughout  to  write  with  the  memory  of  his  audiences 
still  before  him.  Questions  of  theology  have  been  kept  in 
the  background,  except  in  the  last  lecture,  where  it  appeared 
desirable  to  consider  some  modern  forms  of  the  doctrine  of 
authcMity  both  in  the  Bible  and  the  Church. 

The  Author  desires  to  express  his  .sincere  thanks  to  the 
Del^ates  of  the  University  Press,  Oxford,  for  their  kindness 
in  permitting  him  to  employ  the  Revised  Version  in  the 
lectures  on  the  Gospels  ;  and  to  the  two  friends  who  have  so 
generously  aided  him  with  suggestions  and  corrections  in  the 
reading  of  the  proofs. 


Oxford,  March  20/A,  1903. 


1 


CONTENTS. 


LECTURE  I. 
THE  STRUGGLE  FOR  FREEDOM  OF  INQUIRY 

PAOB 

Changes  in  oar   conceptions    of   religion  during    the    Nineteenth 

Century  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ..•        •••         •••         •••  ' 

i.    The  Bible  in  the  Eighteenth  Century 4 

Different  attitudes  of  Apologists 5 

Locke's  declaration           7 

Protests  of  Cambridge  divines S 

Labours  on  the  text :  {a)  the  New  Testament ii 

{b)  the  Old  Testament 12 

Marsh's  DisserUUum  on  the  First  Three  Go^ls          14 

ii.     Difficulties  of  Biblical  Study  in  England          15 

Thirl  wall  translates  Schleiermacher  s  Essay  on  the  Gospel  of  Luke ...  15 

Eariy  views  of  Pusey  on  German  theology      17 

JAWvoMXi^s  History  of  the  Jews     19 

Coleridge  and  the  appeal  to  religious  experience        20 

Thit  ConfessioHs  of  em  iMfuiring  Spirit           21 

Dr.  Arnold  and  historical  criticism        22 

iii.    Movements  of  thought  at  Oxford          24 

Plans  of  Stanley  and  Jowett      25 

Edition  of  the  Epistles  of  St  Paul        26 

Essays  and  Reffiews         28 

Proceedings  against  Dr.  Rowland  Williams  and  Rev.  H.  B.  Wilson  31 

Dr.  Colenso  on  the  Pentateuch 33 

Judgment  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council     37 

Proposals  for  relaxation  in  the  terms  of  Subscription 40 

And  for  the  abolition  of  University  tests          41 


CONTENTS 


IX 


LECTURE  II. 


THE    REVISED    VERSION 

PAGE 

Growing  demand  for  a  Revision  of  the  Authorised  Version 44 

Defects  in  the  received  Translation       45 

Unsatisfactory  character  of  the  received  Text  of  the  New  Testament  47 
Materials  available  for  the  construction  of  a  text :   analogy  of  the 


early  Buddhist  Scriptures        

iL     Movements  for  Revision  in  the  Seventeenth  Century 

Labours  of  Walton  and  Mill        

The  Old  Testament  in  the  Eighteenth  Century  

Lowth  and  Geddes  on  causes  of  error  and  means  of  correction 

Obscurity  of  the  history  of  the  Hebrew  Text 

iii.    Mill  and  Bentley  on  the  New  Testament  

English  use  of  Wetstein's  edition  

Archbishop  Newcomers  render i  ng  

The  IwipToind  Vtrsion  ...         ...         ... 

Progress  of  Textual  Criticism  :  (a)  Lachmann  (6)  Tischendorf 

Proposals  for  Revision  in  England  :  various  translations 

English  labour  on  the  Text         

Plea  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1856       

iv.    Movement  in  1870 :  Mr.  Buxton  and  the  Bishop  of  Winchester 

Committee  appointed  by  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury 
V.    The  Correction  of  the  Translation  of  the  New  Testament     ... 

The  Reconstruction  of  the  Text 

Views  of  Dr.  Hort  on  its  early  history  ... 
vi.    Results  of  Revision  

External  aspects  of  the  new  Version     

Treatment  of  the  Text  of  the  Old  Testament   . . . 

Diflferent  issue  in  the  New  Testament  ... 

Illustrations  of  amended  renderings      


48 

51 

52 

54 

56 

58 
60 

62 

63 

63 

65 
68 

69 

71 

73 

77 

78 
82 

83 
87 
89 
91 
93 
95 


LECTURE  III. 


CHANGED    VIEWS    OF    THE    LAW 


II. 


Twofold  object  of  critical  enquiry,  (i)  literary,  (2)  historical 
Theories  of  the  Relation  of  the  Old  Testament  to  the  New... 

Parallels  and  allegories 

*  Type' and 'Antitype' 

Typology  of  the  Levitical  ritual  

Basis  of  Typology  in  the  tradition  of  Mosaic  authorship     ... 
Eariy  hints  of  post-Mosaic  elements    


98 

99 
100 

103 

106 

109 

no 


I 

\ 

J  '• 

r: 


X  CONTENTS 

PAOB 

Aatruc*s  Gm/rdkrrs,  1753         iii 

'The  Higher  Criticism' defined,  1787 II2 

The  Key  to  the  composition  of  the  Pentateuch,  ExoJ,  6^ 114 

(i)  The  Priestly  Code,  P  115 

(2)  The  document  using  the  name  Yahweh  (Jehovah),  J     116 

(3)  The  document  using  the  name  Elohim  up  to  £jkn/.  3^*,  B        ...  117 

(4)  The  Book  of  Z>rK/Sm>iiofMy,  D         119 

iii.    Two-fold  question  :  (i)  In  what  order  were  these  composed  ? 

(2)  Can  the  date  of  any  of  them  be  fixed  ?     ...  120 
De  Wette  (1806)  identifies  Deuteronomy  with  the  Law  promulgated 

under  Josiah,  621  B.C.  I2I 

Ewald's  arrangement  of  the  documentary  order,  P,  JE,  D 123 

English  work  in  the  middle  of  the  century :   F.  W.  Nevrman         ...  125  ^ 

SlajAc^s  Leehires  on  the  Jewish  Church  127 

Colenso  on  the  Pentateuch        128 

iv.    The  Modem  order,  J  B,  D,  P     130 

Origins  of  J  and  E  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ^      ...  130 

Relation  of  P  to  D  :  Reuss,  Vatke,  George,  Kuenen,  and  Graf       ...  133 

Kalisch :  Wellhausen  :  W.  R.  Smith 135 

Development  of  Levitical  legislation  after  D 136 

Publication  under  Ezra  and  Nehemiah,  444  b.c 138 

V.     Resolution  of  the  Pentateuchal  Law  into  successive  codes 140 

Ascription  to  a  divine  origin  :  parallels  141 

Disappearance  of  typology  under  the  historical  method       143 

vi.    Relation  of  the  Law  to  Israel's  religious  development         145 

Prophetic  principles  in  the  First  Code 147 

Deuteronomy  and  the  struggle  with  foreign  usages 148 

New  religious  demands  after  the  exile  ...         ...  151 

The  Law  adapts  the  truths  of  the  higher  Prophecy  to  the  national  life  1 53 

LECTURE   IV. 
CHANGED    VIEWS   OF    PROPHECY 

The  second  canon,  viz.,  the  Prophets 155 

i.    The  Prophets  according  to  the  arrangement  of  the  Synagogue      ...  155 

Different  views  of  their  significance 158 

ii.     Prophecy  and  Prediction  ...         ...         159 

Applications  of  prophecy  in  the  New  Testament       160 

iii.    Growth  of  historical  criticism 163 

The  Book  of /sot oA  ;  its  varied  elements        163 

(a)  The  argument  from  history        166 

(6)  The  argument  from  diversity  of  theme 167 

(c)  The  argument  from  style  168 


CONTENTS  XI 

PAOB 

!▼.    The  Book  of  ZXmiir/       171 

Dr.  Posey  and 'onbelieving  critics' 172 

(a)  The  evidence  from  language      174 

(^)  The  evidence  from  prediction 175 

(c)  Cuneiform  testimony        176 

General  results  of  the  historical  study  of  prophecy 1 78 

V.     Prophetic  activity  among  other  nations          181 

Origins  of  Hebrew  prophecy 182 

Its  early  forms  and  influence 184 

Prophecy  in  the  Eighth  Century  B.C 186 

Kuenen  sums  it  up  in  *  Ethical  Monotheism  * 191 

vi.    Reaction  on  the  national  traditions      191 

Religious  strength  imparted  by  prophecy :  722  and  586  b.c.           ...  192 

Contrast  with  Greek  prophecy 194 

Epimenides  at  Athens,  after  632  B.c 197 

Legislation  of  Solon       198 

Jeremiah  and  the  *  new  covenant '       ...  199 

The  theodicy  of  Ezekiel 202 

Prophets  and  Psalmists .. .         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  203 

vii.    Paralleb  to  '  Ethical  Monotheism  '      205 

Prophetic  view  of  the  Unity  of  History        208 

Conception  of  a  divine  purpose  in  Israel        211 

Contrasts  in  post-Captivity  prophecy 213 

Ideal  of  religious  union  among  the  g^at  world-powers       214 


LECTURE   V. 
THE   GOSPELS    AND    THE    EARLY    HISTORY    OF    CHRISTIANITY 

The  New  Testament  in  literary  contrast  with  the  Old         217 

Difficulties  in  the  study  of  the  Gospels  218 

i.     Resemblances  and  divergences  in  the  First  Three    ...  219 

The  history  of  the  Gospels  must  be  gathered  by  criticism 220 

Treatment  in  the  Eighteenth  Century :  Woolston  and  Paley         ...  221 

Rdmarus  and  the  fVolffMbiittel  Fragments 222 

hcssing  on  the  Evangelists  as  Human  Historians 223 

Griesbach's  Synopsis  of  the  First  Three  Gospels      ...  224 

(1)  Theory  that  later  Evangelists  used  their  predecessors  (Townson)  225 

(2)  Theory  of  dependence  on  tradition  (Eckermann  and  Gieseler)...  227 
Modem  expositions  by  Westcott  and  Wright            229 

(3)  Theory  of  emplo3rment  of  a  common  original  (Eichhorn)  ...  230 

Marsh's  scheme  of  mutual  relation       231 

Herder^s  arrangement  (1797) 233 


Xll 


CONTENTS 


Schleiermacher  modifies  Eichhom's  hypothesis 

Wilke  and  Weisse  maintain  the  priority  of  Mark  ... 
ii.     Twofold  problem  in  the  Gospels,  (i)  literary,  (2)  historical 

Baur  and  Strauss  

Difficulties  in  Germany  concerning  the  miraculous  ... 

Rationalist  methods  of  Paulus  and  others 

Strauss  and  the  Mjrth,  Leben  Jesu  ( 1 835 ) 

The  narrative  of  the  Temptation 

Destructive  character  of  his  criticism  ... 

Need  of  a  new  method  of  investigation  of  sources  ... 
iii.    Baur  on  Gnosticism  and  the  Pastoral  Epistles  (1835) 

New  Testament  documents  and  second-century  history 

The  labours  of  Paul        

The  struggle  of  the  Gentile  party  with  the  Judaisers 

Baur  and  TencUns  :  the  Gospels  and  the  Church 

Ji^m  %mwwW9^%V  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  ••• 

^^PV^v  •••  •••  ••■  •••  •••  ••• 

•Kb  Cvv  WW  ■••  •••  •••  •■•  •••  ••• 

J  VrP  Wm  •••  ■••  •••  •••  •••  ••• 

iv.     Need  of  explaining  the  origin  of  the  Church  ... 

The  Lives  of  Jesus:  Ewald  (1855)       

Renan*s  Ffir  ^(^y^SMS  (1863)      

Strauss's  New  Life  of  Jesus  (1864) 

Keixiiii  Jesus  of  Nazara  {\%6^'^2)        

V.     Theology  in  England      

Henneirs  Inquiry  ( 1 838)  

Subsequent  influences    ... 

Ecce  Hoffto  [1S66)  


PAQB 

234 

235 
236 

239 
240 

243 

245 
247 

251 

252 

255 
256 

258 

260 

261 

263 

265 

267 

271 

272 

274 

277 
281 

282 

283 

286 

288 


LECTURE  VL 
THE    FIRST    THREE   GOSPELS 


PART   1.      THE   UTERARY   INVESTIGATION 

General  significance  of  the  Tfibingen  criticism 

Clearer  view  of  ( i )  literary  relations  and  (2)  historic  values 
i.     Tflbingen  views  in  England      

Supernatural  Religion 

£'ss«y5  of  Lightfoot         

ii.     Movement  in  favour  of  the  priority  of  Mark  ... 

Schenkel's  Characterbild  Jesu  (1863) 

Holtzmann  on  the  Synoptic  Gospels  (1863)   ... 

Weizsacker's  Untersuchungen  (1864  and  1901) 

The  '  Two-document  Hypothesis '       


293 

295 

29s 
297 

299 

299 
300 

301 

301 

302 


'  •  I 


CONTENTS  XUi 

PAGE 

iiL    Testimonies  of  Papias  concerning  Mark  and  Matthew         303 

Did  Papias  know  our  Gospels 304 

ilforift  compared  with  the  other  two 306 

Resemblances  of  language        307 

Resemblances  of  order 310 

Secondary  modifications  in  Afa/l^Anc; 312 

Matthew  waA  Lukt         ...         ...        ...        ...         ...         ...         ...  314 

The  message  of  the  Baptist      316 

The  preaching  of  the  Baptist 318 

Blessings  of  Matt.  5  ;  Blessings  and  Woes  of  Luke  6          320 

Analogies  in  the  literature  of  the  modern  Bibi's        323 

Conjectural  history  of  the  Synoptics 328 

Formation  of  traditions  before  70  A.D.             329 

Matthew's  Logia  and  Mark's  notes  of  Peter*s  recollections 330 

The  expanded  ilforifr       331 

Origin  of  Luke    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  332 

Did  Luke  use  MaHMew  ?            334 

Literary  arrangement  of  AfaZ/Aflc;        335 

Signs  of  later  origin,  and  of  additions...         ...         ...         ...         ...  336 

Limits  of  dates 338 

Table  of  modem  views 340 

PART  II.      THE   HISTORIC   INVESTIGATION 

Christianity  and  the  principle  of  Evolution 341 

L    Stndy  of  the  physical,  social,  and  religious  '  environment ' 342 

The  differences  of  the  Gospels  still  need  explanation          344 

Modifications  of  the  TQbingen  view 

(a)  Discoveries  of  new  literature     345 

{b)  Different  estimates  of  church  parties 346 

{e)  Other  influences  from  Hellenism          347 

ii.    Different  preconceptions  in  approaching  the  Gospels           349 

Recognition  of  degrees  of  value  in  Gospel  evidence 352 

jB0c#.  Z7                        .a.             ...             •..             ...             ...             •••                               •••  ^dO 

MtUt*  2o                      ...             •••             •••             •••             •••             •••             •••             ••*  J34 

The  withering  of  the  fig-tree 355 

Parallel  growth  of  the  miraculous  in  Buddhism        35^ 

And  similarly  in  modem  Babism         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  3^^ 

Transfiguration  of  the  Bab        ...         ...         ...         ...         ..•         ...  3^ 

Messiah's  war  with  the  evil  spirits      3^ 

iii.    Place  of  the  Messianic  idea  in  the  Gospel  narratives            369 

The  expectation  of  the  return  of  Jesus           371 

The  *  coming  of  the  Son  of  Man '         ...         ...         ...         ...         •*.  373 

Did  Jesus  claim  to  be  Messiah  ?          377 

Changed  significance  of  the  question  for  religion      379 

Permanent  elements  in  the  teaching  of  Jesus           381 


( 


LECTURE  I. 

THE   STRUGGLE   FOR    FREEDOM   OF    INQUIRY 

The  Nineteenth  Century  has  witnessed  a  vast 
change  in  our  conceptions  of  religion.  New  modes 
of  thought  have  arisen ;  fresh  intellectual  impulses 
have  been  imparted  in  widely  sundered  fields  of 
study  ;  and  immense  accumulations  of  knowledge 
have  rewarded  the  enquirer  into  the  history  of  man 
and  the  constitution  of  the  universe.  The  older 
Evangelicalism  and  the  older  Rationalism  which 
ineffectually  confronted  each  other  a  hundred  years 
ago,  have  both  been  profoundly  modified.  Within  the 
Church  of  England  the  Oxford  movement  produced 
a  powerful  ecclesiastical  revival,  the  effects  of  which 
are  everywhere  visible  to-day.  The  onward  march 
of  science  was  at  first  embarrassed  by  the  resistance 
of  the  theologians  over  the  early  chapters  of  the 
book  of  Genesis.  At  a  later  stage  behind  the  ques- 
tions of  the  Creation  and  the  Flood  arose  the 
profounder  difficulties  concerning  the  origin  of  the 
human  race,  its  antiquity,  its  primitive  condition, 
and  its  subsequent  development ;   and  finally   the 

B 


■  .\ 


2  THE    STRUGGLE    FOR  utcr.i. 

hypothesis  of  Evolution  extended  its  sway  over  the 
whole  phenomena  of  human  life,  and  offered  an 
explanation  of  the  growth  of  man's  thought,  his 
social  institutions,  his  arts,  morals,  and  faith.  Long 
before  this  was  attempted,  philosophy — for  the  time 
impersonated  in  Coleridge — sought  to  discover  the 
foundations  of  religion  in  the  reason  and  conscience, 
and  the  higher  affections  for  truth,  beauty,  and 
goodness ;  and  the  inevitable  application  of  ethical 
judgments  to  the  sphere  of  theology  destroyed  one 
after  another  of  the  prevailing  interpretations  of 
Christian  dogma.  The  great  foreign  missions,  and 
the  British  conquest  of  India,  had  already  brought 
to  light  the  existence  of  collections  of  sacred  books 
in  China  and  Hindostan  rivalling  the  Bible  in 
antiquity,  serving  as  the  ground  of  religious  know- 
ledge and  the  rule  of  life  for  hundreds  of  millions  of 
people,  and  containing  teaching  not  unworthy  to  be 
set  beside  that  attributed  to  Moses  or  Jesus.  The 
spirit  of  historical  enquiry,  once  awakened,  enlisted  a 
whole  army  of  scholars  in  its  service.  Discoveries 
in  Egypt  and  Mesopotamia  supplied  the  clues  to 
lost  languages  and  buried  civilisations  ;  and  a  new 
science  of  the  comparative  study  of  religion  was 
established. 

The  Bible  could  not  remain  unaffected  by  all 
this  manifold  activity.  What  influence  has  been 
exerted  by  the  advance  of  knowledge  on  our  view 
of  the  Scriptures?  The  whole  process  may  be 
summed  up  in  the  treatment  of  the  records  of  our 
religion  by  what  the  English  Priestley  designated  in 
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1782  as  'the  historical  method,"'  or  what  the 
German  theologian  Eichhom  described  as  early  as 
1787  as  '  the  higher  criticism.'* 

It  is  the  object  of  the  present  course  of  lectures 
to  sketch  the  conditions  under  which  this  has  been 
effected,  and  exhibit  some  of  its  results.  These 
have  not  been  attained  without  difficulty.  Powerful 
forces  of  tradition  were  arrayed  against  too  bold 
enquirers.  The  influence  of  ecclesiastical  corpora- 
tions, large  and  small,  established  and  non- 
established,  was  invoked  to  suppress  undue  liberty 
and  avert  danger  to  the  faith.  It  seems  fitting, 
therefore,  to  recite  very  briefly  at  the  outset  the 
history  of  what  may  be  called  the  struggle  for 
freedom  of  Biblical  research.  The  chief  arena  of 
this  contest  was  the  Church  of  England,  though  the 
same  controversy  arose  outside  as  well  as  within  its 
fold  :  and  the  decisions  of  the  Anglican  tribunals, 
gether  with  the  general  progress  of  thought,  have 
!en  the  main  instruments  in  securing  for  Biblical 
itudy  in  this  country  its  legitimate  place.  In  this 
;spect,  the  contrast  between  the  laxity  of  the 
ghteenth  century  and  the  stringency  of  the  first 
Uf  of  the  nineteenth  is  not  without  instruction. 


'  Preface  to  the  Hitlay  of  At  CompHons  of  ChriiUamty.  Hf 
■  porposc,  'to  shew  what  circumstances  in  the  state  of  things,  an 

o^KT  pnvailing  opinions  »nd  prejudicea,  made  the  alteration, 

fnfjtx.  sufiiciently  natural,  anil  the  intitHluclion  and  esublis 
tj.  And  if  I  have  succeeded  in  this  investigation,  ibis  histor 
iU  to  (wikI  10  be  opc  of  the  moat  satisfactory  modes  of  Brgumentalia 

'  EmUU^ng  m  dta  AUi  Ttstamml,  pre&cc 
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The  eighteenth  century  has  been  described  as 
'  an  age  whose  poetry  was  without  romance,  whose 
philosophy  was  without  insight,  and  whose  public 
men  were  without  character.'  ^  It  is  not  surprising, 
then,  that  its  theology  should  appear  sterile.  Yet  it 
began  with  Locke's  endeavour  to  prove  Christianity 
reasonable  and  to  make  St.  Paul  intelligible ;  it 
produced  the  Evangelical  revival  with  its  impassioned 
faith  and  its  eager  philanthropies ;  and,  as  it  ran  out, 
a  new  note  of  religion  was  sounded  in  Wordsworth's 
*  Lines  on  Tintem  Abbey.'  *  In  the  first  half,  how- 
ever, the  great  Deistical  controversy  practically  ab- 
sorbed all  thought.'  The  chief  problem  was  the  rela- 
tion of  what  was  known  as  *  Revelation '  to  reason ; 
and  discussion  raged  round  difficulties  arising  from 
discrepancies  in  the  Biblical  records,  the  character  of 
the  early  narratives  in  Genesis,  the  morality  of  the 
injunctions  for  the  massacre  of  the  Canaanites,  or 
the  claims  of  prophecy  and  miracle.  *  Christianity,' 
in  the  pungent  words  of  Mr.  Pattison,  '  appeared 
made  for  nothing  else  but  to  be  **  proved  "  ;  what 
use  to  make  of  it  when  it  was  proved  was  not  much 
thought  about.' 

^  Mark  Pattison,  in  Essays  and  Reviews^  3rd  ed.  i860,  p.  354. 

*  In  the  Lyrical  Ballads^  1798. 

'  A  brief  but  admirable  account  of  its  significance  will  be  found  in  the 
Retrospect  of  the  Religious  Life  ofEngland^  by  the  Rev.  J.  J.  Tayler,  chap.  v. 
section  ix.  On  its  import  for  philosophy  the  student  will  of  course  consult 
the  History  of  English  Thought  in  ths  Eighteenth  Century  by  Sir  Leslie 
Stephen 
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The  apologists,  however,  took  up  very  different 
positions  with  respect  to  the  Scriptures.  Sometimes, 
as  in  Butler's  famous  Analogy  (1736),  the  questions 
of  inspiration  and  authority  were  thrown  into  the 
background  ;  the  gospels,  for  exampie,  were  ac- 
cepted as  adequate  statements  of  historic  fact, 
supported  by  the  testimony  of  St.  Paul,  and  by  the 
belief  of  the  first  converts  who  had  ample  opportunity 
of  informing  themselves  of  the  truth.  Warburton 
lavished  prodigious  learning  on  his  demonstration  of 
the  Divine  Legation  of  Moses  '  on  the  Principles  of 
a  Religious  Deist  from  the  Omission  of  the  Doctrine 
of  a  Future  State  of  Rewards  and  Punishments  in 
the  Jewish  Dispensation'  (1737-41).  But  he  found 
it  sufficient  to  assume  the  Mosaic  authorship  of  the 
Pentateuch  in  a  single  sentence  without  proof,' 
Sheriock,  who  in  1728  was  consecrated  Bishop  of 
Bangor,  thought  it  not  undignified  to  argue  the  case 
[or  the  resurrection  of  Jesus  in  the  form  of  a  mock 
iai.*  The  alternative  to  the  literal  reality  of  the 
lospel  narratives  is  a  fraudulent  plot ;  and  the 
idence  of  the  apostles  is  guaranteed  both  by  their 
iwn  miraculous  powers  and  their  readiness  to  die  on 
If  of  the  truth.  Addison's  Essay  on  the  Evi- 
dences of  Christianity'  only  proved  how  imperfect 

'TbehiaUry  of  Hoses  toy  be  divided  into  two  periods  ;  Iram  tti?  creacion 
b  In  tBiman,  and   from   bu   missioa  lo  his  deliTering  up  his  command  to 
;  ibe  first  written  by  him  in  quality  or  historian,  the  secnod  of  legis- 
r.'    BookV.  Js.  11.  i. 

»  Tkr  Try^a/llu  IVitttsatt  oflta  RiSHtridion  o//^sus, published  anony- 
■OMlr  in  1719. 
■  Pabliibrt  ia  1731 ;  be  b«d  died  io  1719. 
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was  the  equipment  of  an  accomplished  Oxford 
scholar  for  dealing  with  a  complicated  historical 
problem.^  Very  different  was  the  method  of  the 
learned  Nonconformist,  Nathaniel  Lardner  (1684- 
1768).  Educated  among  the  Independents  and 
Presbyterians,  he  had  studied  also  at  Utrecht  and 
Leyden.  He  spent  thirty  years  over  his  great  work 
on  the  Credibility  of  the  Gospel  History  (1727-57), 
in  which  his  effort  to  prove  that  the  facts  of  the  New 
Testament  are  narrated  without  real  discrepancies 
was  supplemented  by  his  immense  collection  of 
testimonies  to  the  date  and  authorship  of  the  several 
books.*  Here,  as  in  the  Analogy^  no  theory  of 
inspiration  is  formulated.  Lardner's  aim  is  to  vin- 
dicate the  Evangelists  and  sustain  the  miracles  ;  but 
he  does  so  without  making  embarrassing  claims. 
The  mass  of  his  learning  has  secured  him  a  firm 
place  in  the  ranks  of  conservative  theologians  ;  it  is 
all  the  more  remarkable  that  in  his  treatment  of 
demoniacal  possession  he  should  have  inclined  to 
rationalism.' 

^  Macaulay's  description  is  well  known  (Esst^s^  vol.  iii.  p.  434).  '  He 
assigns  as  grounds  for  bis  religious  belief,  stories  as  absurd  as  tbat  of  tbe  Cock- 
lane  ghost,  and  forgeries  as  rank  as  Ireland's  Vortigem,  puts  faith  in  the  lie 
about  the  Thundering  Legion,  is  convinced  that  Tiberius  moved  the  senate  to 
admit  Jesus  among  the  gods,  and  pronounces  the  letter  of  Abgarus  king  of 
Edessa  to  be  a  record  of  great  authority.' 

'  '  He  may  justly  be  regarded  as  the  founder  of  the  modem  school  of 
critical  research  in  the  field  of  early  Christian  Literature '  (Rev.  Alex.  Gordon 
in  Diet  of  Nat  Biog.) 

'  See  four  discourses  on  the  Gadarene  Demoniac,  Works  (ed.  1788)  vol.  i. 
His  answer  to  the  objection  that '  our  blessed  Lord,  if  he  did  not  countenance 
the  common  and  prevailing  opinion  upon  this  head,  does  not  appear  to  have 
opposed  or  discouraged  it,'  will  be  found  at  p.  483. 


.1.  FREEDOM     OF     INQUIRY  7 

The  popular  view  of  the  divine  authority  of  the 
Scriptures  rested  on  the  common  term  '  Word  of 
God '  as  apphed  to  the  Bible.  In  the  eighteenth 
ccntur)-  under  the  commanding  voice  of  Locke — '  It 
has  God  for  its  author,  salvation  for  its  end,  and 
truth  without  any  mixture  of  error  for  its  matter ' — 
the  infallibility  of  the  Bible  was  generally  received  ; ' 
though  it  was  reserved  for  an  Oxford  theologian  in 
the  nineteenth  century  to  give  to  that  doctrine  its 
most  explicit  statement  in  the  university  pulpit  in 
the  controversy  which  followed  the  publication  of 
Essays  and  Reviews. 

The  Bible  is  none  other  than  the  voice  of  Him  that  sitteih 
apOD  the  throne.  Every  book  of  it,  every  chapter  of  it,  every 
verse  of  it,  every  word  of  it,  every  syllable  of  it,  (where  are  we  to 
Hup  ?  )  every  letter  of  it,  is  the  direct  utterance  of  the  Most  High. 
Tlie  Bible  is  none  other  than  the  Word  of  Cod,  not  some  part  of 
It  more,  some  part  of  il  less,  but  all  alike  the  utterance  of  Him 
who  siiteth  upon  the  throne,  faultless,  unerring,  supreme.'  ^ 

There  were  not  wanting,  however,  protests  against 
the  view  implied  in  Locke's  language  about '  dictation ' 
by  the  Holy  Spirit ;  *  and  a  series  of  distinguished 
"ivines  at  Cambridge  did  much  to  prepare  the  way 

the  theological  movement  of  a  later  day.  They 
"Were  nurtured  on  Locke's  /Reasonableness  of  Christ- 
ianity and  the  Paraphrase  of  the  Epistles,  which 

The  doctriae  of  UDcrHng  literal  inspiratioD  was  almost  everywhere 

Inruatriclest  rarm'  (Abbey  &  Overton,  Tlu  English  Church  in  Iht 
E^UmUk  CiHlury.  vol.  t.,  p.  560).  Locke,  letter  to  Rev.  R.  King.  Aug.  ajth, 
IJOJ  Work*  (ed.  1801),  vol.  1.,  p.  304. 

Burton,  InsfiiralioH  and  Iiiltrprilation,  1861,  p.  89. 

'The  aptrit  of  God  thai  dictated  these  sacred  writioga  '  (preface  lo  the 

firmtt  of  Iht  Efilkt  a/ St  Paul,  tic.) 
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were  the  main  text  books  of  divinity  in  the  uni- 
versity, and  they  used  to  the  full  the  liberty  of  in- 
terpretation which  Locke  had  so  strenuously  justi- 
fied. Conyers  Middleton  (1683-1750),  the  '  Principal 
Librarian  of  the  University  of  Cambridge,'  who  had 
rebuked  Waterland  for  his  method  of  controversy 
with  Tindal,  and  then  in  turn  asserted  against  his 
antagonist  that  '  should  we  allow  Christianity  to  be  a 
meer  Imposture,'  an  attempt  to  overturn  it  must  be 
criminal  and  immoral.' — protested  against  the  theory 
that  the  Biblical  writers  were  but  '  mere  organs  or 
pipes  through  which  God  thought  fit  to  convey  the 
knowledge  of  certain  extraordinary  facts  and  divine 
truths  to  the  world.'  *  So  far  from  being  of  service 
to  Christianity,  he  argued,  this  doctrine  '  always  has 
been,  and  ever  will  be,  a  clog  and  incumbrance  to  it, 
with  all  rational  and  thinking  men ; ' '  and  he  laid 
down  the  same  method  for  theological  study  as  for 
the  field  of  nature — '  it  is  experience  alone,  and  the 
observation  of  facts,  which  can  illustrate  the  truth 
of  principles.'  *  The  controversial  boldness  of  Mid- 
dleton doubtless  hindered  his  preferment :  but  his 
assault  on  the  historical  character  of  the  narrative  of 
the  Fall  involved  him  in  no  ecclesiastical  penalties. 
Another  Cambridge  divine,  Edmund  Law  (1703-87), 
anticipated  the  well-known  maxim  of  an  Oxford 
essayist  a  century  later  about  interpreting  the  New 
Testament  like  any  other  book.     In    1745  he  pub- 

»  IVoris,  vol.  ii.  l7Sa,  p.  168. 

*  'On  the  Variations  round  in  the  Four  EvangeliEla,'  iM.  p.  51. 

''Oa  the  Dispute  betweea  the  Apoitles  Peter  and  Paul,' iM^  p.  ig.  *16id.p.J4. 
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lished  Considerations  on  the  State  of  the  World 
•xith  regard  to  the  Theory  of  Religion,  which  ran 
through  many  editions,  and  did  not  prevent  him  from 
becoming  Master  of  Peterhouse  in  1756,  and  after- 
wards Bishop  of  Carlisle  ( 1  76S).  Like  the  discourse 
of  another  Oxford  essayist,  it  was  founded  on  the 
idea  of  a  divine  education  of  the  human  race  in 
religion  as  in  other  departments  of  knowledge.  The 
arguments  were  not  always  philologically  sound,  as 
when  he  suggested  that  the  Brahmans  of  India  were 
reaily  Abrahamans  or  sons  of  Abraham.^  But  the 
conclusion  was  just;  the  Scriptures  must  be  ex- 
amined '  with  the  same  freedom  that  we  do,  and  find 
we  must  do,  every  other  book  which  we  desire  to 
understand';*  and  with  this  conclusion  '  the  notion 
of  an  absolute  immediate  inspiration  of  each  part 
and  period  '  fell  away.  To  the  patronage  of  Bishop 
Law,  Paley  (1743-1805}  owed  his  promotion  to  the 
Archdeaconry  of  Carlisle  ;  and  his  treatment  of  the 
New  Testament  in  his  Evidences  of  Christianity 
(1794)  was  conceived  in  the  spirit  of  his  episcopal 
supporter.  The  comparison  (Part  IIL  chap,  i.)  of 
discrepancies  in  the  statements  about  the  crucifixion 
with  the  diversities  between  the  narratives  of  Clar- 
endon and  Burnet  about  the  condemnation  and 
execution  of  the  Marquis  of  Argyll  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  IL.at  once  took  the  gospels  out  of  the  sphere 
of  divine   'dictation.'     If  Matthew  applied  ancient 

'  6«h  cditioQ,  1774,  p.  71. 

*  Ibid.  p.  364.      He  protests  af^nat  '  insisting  oa  auch  universil  absolute 
iBbOibility  >J  oever  cao  be  made  out  to  those  who  arc  not  already  persuaded 
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prophecies  to  situations  which  did  not  fit  their 
original  meaning,  why  'such  accommodations  of 
passages  of  old  authors,  from  books  especially  which 
are  in  everr  one's  hands,  are  common  with  writers  of 
all  countries.'  Neither  critical  mistakes,  even  if  they 
were  clearly  made  out.  nor  a  wrcMig  estimate  of  the 
approach  of  the  day  of  judgment,  nor  a  mistaken 
explanation  of  the  phenomena  of  disease,  need  shake 
the  credibility  of  the  Evangelists*  testinuMiy  to  the 
acts  and  words  of  their  Master;  and  if  St.  Paul 
reasoned  like  a  rabbi,  it  is  lawful  to  distinguish 
between  doctrines  and  proofs ;  '  the  doctrine  itself 
must  be  received,  but  it  is  not  necessarv  in  order  to 
defend  Christianity  to  defend  the  propriety  of  every 
comparison  or  the  validity  of  every  argum^it  which 
the  apostle  has  brought  into  the  discussion.'  Two 
years  after  the  publication  of  Paley's  evidences, 
Bishop  Watson  issued  An  Apolo^  far  the  Bible,  in 
a  series  of  Letters  addressed  to  Thomas  Paine^  1 796. 
The  episcopal  decorum  is  grievously  shocked  by 
the  rough  brutality  of  Paine's  arguments,  and  it 
cannot  be  said  that  he  always  succeeds  in  parrying 
them.*     But  he  is  not  anxious  to  enforce  the  highest 

'  Neitiaer  writer  apparentlv  was  acqaainted  witfa  the  history  (for  instanoe) 
of  the  critical  study  of  the  Pratateoch.  But  Paine  coold  make  discoveries  for 
him^f,  and  be  hit  on  the  mention  of  Dan  in  Gnt.  zir.  14  as  an  indicatioo  of 
a  dale  later  than  the  na^nSiaii  and  settleffient  described  uijmdgts  xriiL  The 
arpimest  was  already  cf  respectable  antiquity,  thoo^  to  him  it  was  new. 
His  acta^ooiiht,  after  making  the  natural  sogfes^ioo  that  the  name  might  be 
ascribed  to  the  later  hand  of  an  editor.  i«ntuned  on  a  fresh  refatatioo  as 
follows,  9tb  ed..  1K06.  p.  206 :  '  I  desire  further  to  have  it  prored  that  the  Dan 
mentioned  in  Genesis  was  the  name  of  a  town  and  not  of  a  rirer.  It  is 
merdy  said  that  Abraham  pursued  them,  the  enemies  ot  Lot,  to  Dan.  Now 
a  river  was  foil  as  iikdy  as  a  town  to  stop  a  parsait.    Lpit  we  know,  was 
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view  of  Biblical  infallibility.  'Give  but  the  authors  of 
the  Bible  that  credit,'  he  pleads  (p.  229),  'which  you 
give  to  other  historians ;  believe  them  to  deliver  the 
word  of  God  when  they  tell  you  that  they  do  so ; 
believe,  when  they  relate  other  things  as  of  them- 
selves, and  not  the  Lord,  that  they  wrote  to  the  best 
of  their  knowledge  and  capacity ;  and  you  will  be  in 
your  belief  something  very  different  from  a  deist ; 
you  may  not  be  allowed  to  aspire  to  the  character  of 
an  orthodox  believer,  but  you  will  not  be  an  unbe- 
liever in  the  divine  authority  of  the  Bible ;  though  you 
should  admit  human  mistakes  and  human  opinions 
to  exist  in  some  parts  of  it.'  ^  It  is  to  be  regretted 
that  the  author  felt  compelled  to  justify  the  massacre 
of  the  Canaanites  by  the  example  of  nature  which 
occasionally  engulfs  a  city  in  an  earthquake. 

Meanwhile  other  influences  were  slowly  at  work. 
The  Greek  text  of  the  New  Testament  had  long 
been  the  subject  of  devoted  study  by  John  Mill 
(1645-1707),  who  became  Principal  of  St.  Edmund 
Hall  in  1685.  With  great  labour  he  examined  many 
valuable  MSS.  in  this  country,  and  procured  import- 
ant collations  from  the  Continent.     But  in  preparing 

■rttled  in  Ihe  plain  of  Jordan  ;  and  Jordan,  we  kacw,  Was  composed  of  the 
aaked  alreanis  of  two  rivers,  called  Jor  and  Dan '  I  The  older  commentators 
Baoid  Dan  to  a  rountain  called  Pbiala,  among  the  roots  of  Lebaoon  ;  Jor  was 
■opposed  to  Join  it  at  Caesarca  Pbilippi.  See  Smith's  Diel,  of  tht  Bible,  vol.  i, 
(1S63),  p.  nag. 

'  Compare  the  course  recommended  to  '  a  sincere  enquirer'  (p.  l6i) :  '  te 
woold  consider  ihat  the  Bible  being,  as  to  many  of  its  parts,  an  old  book,  and 
wrilten  by  varioua  authors,  and  at  different  and  distant  periods,  there  might 
prnliably,  occur  some  difficulties  and  apparent  contradictions  in  the  historical 
pllt  of  it ;  be  would  endeavour  to  remove  these  diSicultiea,  to  reconcile  thete 
tpparcnl  oontrwlictioiis,  by  the  rules  of  such  sound  chtidsm  as  be  would  use 
:s  of  any  olber  book,'  etc 


12  THE    STRUGGLE    FOR  lktt.^ 

a.  new  edition,   he   did   not  attempt  to  construct  a1 
fresh  text.     He  was  content  to  reproduce  the  text! 
of  Stephens  from  the  edition  of  1 550  without  change,! 
adding  the  enormous  mass  of  various  readings  (it  isj 
said  that  they  exceeded  30,000)  at  the  bottom  offl 
each  page,  for  the  reader  to  deal  with  them  as  heJ 
could.     His  death  a  fortnight  after  the  appearance^ 
of  his  great  work  relieved  him  from  the  acrimony  otm 
critics  who  feared  lest  the  authority  of  the  sacrecH 
text  should  be  endangered;  but  his  cause  was  splen-a 
didly  defended  by  Bentley,  in  whose  person  CaiO'l 
bridge  scholarship   prepared    to  pursue   the  task  al 
stage  further.     As  early  as    1716  Bentley  designedJ 
to  produce  an  edition  of  the  text,  with  the  help  ofl 
the  oldest  Greek  and  Latin  MSS.,  "  exactly  as  it  wa» 
in  the  best  examples  at  the  time  of  the  Council  oM 
Nice,  so  that  there  shall  not  be  twenty  words  nor 
even  particles  difference ;    and   this  shall  carry  its 
own  demonstration  in  every  verse.' '     But  the  plan 
never  got  further  than  the  publication  of  systematic 
proposals  and  a  specimen  in    1730;*  more  than  a 
hundred  years  were  to  pass  before  the  time  was  ripe 
for  such  an  enterprise. 

The  turn  of  the  Old  Testament  came  next,  in  the 
middle  of  the  century,  when  the  year  1753  witnessed 
the  publication  of  two  important  works  by  Oxford 
scholars,  Kennicott's  Ftrsi  Dissertation  on  the 
State  of  the  Hebrew  Text,  and  Lowth's  Lectures 
on   Hebrew  Poetry.'     Kennicott  (1718-83)  was  a 

'  Letter  to  Archbishop  Wake,  IVorbs,  nl  Dyce,  1838,  voL  iii.,  p.  477- 
•  W«rk»,  vol.  iit.,  p.  487.        ■  Di  Sacra  Pom  Hfiraorum  PralttHorus, 
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Fellow  of  Exeter,  and  Lowth  (1710-87)  had  been 
Professor  of  Poetry  in  the  university.  Kennicott's 
second  dissertation  in  1759'  resulted  in  a  subscrip- 
tion of  nearly  ^10,000  for  the  collation  of  Hebrew 
MSS.  throughout  Europe,  the  results  of  which  were 
embodied  in  his  great  Hebrew  Bible  ( 1 776-80).* 
Lowth's  scholarship  was  of  a  6ner  type.  He  could 
not,  indeed,  reach  the  point  of  view  of  the  great 
German  critic  and  philosopher.  Herder;  he  dealt 
with  the  form  instead  of  the  ideas  of  Hebrew  poetry; 
and  he  believed  that  Hebrew  was  the  language  of 
Paradise,  But  he  gave  an  important  impulse  to  Old 
Testament  study.  He  planned  a  new  translation  of 
the  prophetic  books,  and  himself  issued  a  volume  on 
Isaiah,  with  an  important  preliminary  dissertation 
and  ample  notes;'  and  like  Archbishop  Seeker  he 
made  some  valuable  corrections  both  of  the  Hebrew 
text  and  of  the  Authorised  Version  somewhat  in  the 
fashion  of  the  classical  scholarship  of  his  day. 
From  this  country  the  work  of  Mill,  Benttey,  and 
Lowth  became  known  in  Germany.  Through  Benget 
and  Wetstein  New  Testament  study  was  carried  on 
to  the  days  of  Griesbach ;  *  and  Lowth's  lectures 
were  translated  and  annotated  by  the  great  orient- 
alist, J.  D.  Michaelis  of  Gottingen. 

'  WrincD  kAer  Seeker,  then  B»hop  of  Oxford,  had  urged  him  to  undertake 
■  rcKuhr  CDllalion  of  HSS. 

•  The   AuDiliar  censure  soon    appeared  at  Oxford  ;    such  efforts,  it  was 
lUeced,  led  meu  to  value  the  letter  rather  than  the  spirit  of  the  Bible. 

*  In  1778;  be  bad  been  translated  from  the  see  of  Oxford  to  thai  of  Loti- 
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a  of  the  Scriptures,  ini] 
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Thither  in  1 785  went  a  young  Cambridge  scholarJ 
Herbert  Marsh  ( 1 757- 1 839) .  who  repaid  some  of  the 
debt  which  he  owed  to  MichaeHs  by  publishing  infl 
1793  a  translation  of  the  first  volume  of  his  teacher'sa 
Introduction  to  the  New  Testament,  with  notes  andfl 
dissertations.     Other  volumes  followed ;  and  the  last,! 
published  in    180!,  contained  a  striking  dissertation! 
on  the  origin  and  composition  of  the  first  three  Gos-J~ 
pels  from  Marsh's  own  pen.     Every  intelligent  reader* 
of  the  Gospels  now  knows  how  complicated  are  thel 
facts,  both  of  resemblance  and  difference,  which  r 
quire  explanation.     Marsh's  conception  of  the  pr 
cesses  by  which  the  several  Gospels  reached  thein 
present   form  through  successive  stages  of  elabora 
tion,  was  in  the  highest  degree  intricate ;   and 
methods  of  literary  analysis  which  he  employed  were 
wholly   incompatible    with    the    current    evangelical 
conceptions.     In  some  '  Remarks,'  published  anony- 
mously. Dr.  Randolph,  Bishop  of  Oxford,  condemned 
Marsh's  researches  as  '  derogating  from  the  charac- 
ter of  the  sacred  books,  and  injurious  to  Christianity 
as  fostering  a  spirit  of  scepticism.'     That  was  not, 
indeed,  the  judgment  of  his  own  university.     When 
he  became  Lady  Margaret  Professor  of  Divinity  in 
1807,  and  introduced  the  novel  practice  of  delivering 
his  lectures  in  English  instead  of  in  Latin,  the  audi- 
ences were  so  large  that  it  was  necessary  to  use  the 
University  Church,  and  townsmen  as  well  as  gradu- 
ates '  listened  to  them  with  rapture.'     Marsh,  on  his 
side,  had  some  suspicion  of  the  Evangelicals.      He 
opposed   the   formation  of  a  branch   of  the  Bible 
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Society  in  Cambridge  because  it  sanctioned  a  union 
with  Dissenters,  and  also  encouraged  the  circulation 
of  the  Scriptures  unaccompanied  by  the  liturgy.  The 
prayer-book  must  be  set  beside  the  Bible  as  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  Church :  the  eighty-seven  ques- 
tions for  curates,  which  he  afterwards  drew  up  for 
the  use  of  his  diocese  (he  was  consecrated  Bishop 
of  Llandaff  in  1816,  and  in  three  years  was  translated 
to  Peterborough),  were  known  as  a  '  trap  to  catch 
Calvinists.' 

II. 
No  successor  was  bold  enough  to  adventure  fur- 
ther on  the  path  which  Marsh  had  opened.  '  That 
investigation,'  it  was  caustically  observed  by  Mr. 
Mark  Pattison  in  1S60,'  'introduced  by  a  bishop 
and  professor  of  divinity,  has  scarcely  yet  attained 
a  footing  in  the  English  Church  ;  but  it  is  excluded 
not  from  a  conviction  of  its  barrenness,  but  from  a 
fear  that  it  might  prove  too  fertile  in  results.'  In 
1825,  however,  appeared  an  anonymous  translation 
of  Schleiermacher's  Essay  on  the  Gospel  of  St.  Luke, 
with  an  introductory  account  by  the  translator  of  the 
controversy  respecting  the  origin  of  the  first  three 
Gospels  since  Bishop  Marsh's  dissertation, — an  ad- 
mirable survey  in  which  one  solitary  English  name 
appeared  amid  the  German  throng.  The  author  was 
a  Cambridge  graduate,  afterwards  to  become  the 
historian  of  Greece  and  the  bishop  of  St.  David's, 
Coonop  Thirlwall  (1791-1875).     The  book  made  an 

'  £iMy«  aHdRtvitwt,  p.  36a. 
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'  epoch  in  the  history  of  English  theology,'  says  the 
editor  of  his  letters,  the  late  Bishop  Perowne.  For 
the  introduction  frankly  asserted  (p.  ii)  that  the 
'  doctrine  of  inspiration  once  universally  prevalent 
in  the  Christian  Church,  according  to  which  the 
sacred  writers  were  merely  passive  organs  or  in- 
struments of  the  Holy  Spirit '  .  .  .  had  '  been  so 
long  abandoned  that  it  would  now  be  waste  of  time 
to  attack  it.'  The  operation  of  the  Spirit  must  be 
sought,  not  in  any  temporarj-  intellectual  changes 
wrought  in  its  subjects,  but  in  the  continued  pres- 
ence and  action  of  what  is  most  vital  and  essential 
in  Christianity  itself  (p.  19).  The  English  reader 
was  accordingly  invited  to  consider  without  alarm 
the  treatment  of  the  early  chapters  of  the  Gospel  as 
mingled  with  poetry  rather  than  as  the  continuous 
record  of  actual  fact.  Compare  Luke  with  Matthew, 
and  the  narratives  of  the  birth  and  infancy  of  Jesus 
show  no  single  point  in  common,  except  that  the 
nativity  took  place  at  Bethlehem.  They  were 
not  mutually  supplemental ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
corresponding  members  of  the  two  successions 
almost  entirely  excluded  each  other.  The  tempta- 
tion became  a  parable.  To  suppose  that  it  was 
even  a  figurative  representation  of  what  took  place 
inwardly  in  Christ,  was  repudiated  as  an  outrage: 
'  had  he  entertained,  even  in  the  most  transient 
manner,  thoughts  of  such  a  nature,  he  would  have 
ceased  to  be  Christ '  (p.  57).  It  is  needless  to  pur- 
sue the  critic  through  the  whole  gospel-story.  At 
every  turn  the  narrative  is  studied  in  connexion  with 
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the  parallels  in  Matthew  and  Mark  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  sources,  accounting  for  peculiarities 
of  handling,  and  tracing  the  influences  which  have 
brought  it  into  its  present  shape.  The  '  historical 
method,'  for  which  Priestley  pleaded,  is  here  un- 
flinchingly applied,  subject,  however,  to  the  limita- 
tions of  imperfectly  developed  critical  theories,  and 
the  want  of  definite  tests  and  principles  of  evidence. 
The  progress  of  German  criticism  not  unnaturally 
excited  alarm  in  a  country  which  hardly  realised  that 
it  had  itself  supplied  in  the  previous  century  some  of 
the  leading  impulses.  Thirlwall  had  found  it  neces- 
sary to  rebuke  a  Bampton  lecturer  for  denouncing 
the  theology  of  a  people  whose  very  language  he  did 
not  know.  The  Regius  Professor  of  divinity  at  Ox- 
ford, Dr.  Lloyd,  too  great  a  scholar  to  fall  into  so 
gross  an  abuse,  urged  upon  a  young  fellow  of  Oriel 
the  desirability  of  '  learning  something  about  these 
German  critics.'  Edward  Bouverie  Pusey  (1800-82) 
set  himself  at  once  to  learn  German.'  and  spent 
nearly  two  years  (1825-7)  at  Gottingen,  Berlin,  and 
Bonn.  He  studied  under  Eichhorn  and  Schleier- 
macher;  he  made  friends  with  Tholuck  and  Neander. 
And  not  only  did  he  devote  himself  with  extraordi- 
narj-  assidui ty  to  A rabic  and  Syriac ,  he  further 
undertook  an  important  and  laborious  work  arising 
out  of  the  lectures  on  '  The  State  of  Protestantism 
in  Germany,'  delivered  at  Cambridge  in  1825  by  the 
Rev.  Hugh  James  Rose.*    Pusey's  views  were  finally 

*  Only  two  pcnoQS  were  said  to  know  it  in  Oxford,  LiJ;  vol.  i.,  p.  7a. 
*  On  this  coatroeersy  see  Ibe  UJi,  vol.  i.,  cti»p.  viii. 
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embodied  in  a  Historical  Inquiry  into  the  Causes  of 
the  Rationalist  Character  lately  predominant  in  the 
Theology  of  Germany,  which  appeared  in  1828. 
He  was  aware  ihat  his  book  might  excite  some  dis- 
approval ;  '  I  expect  to  be  thought  one-third  mystic, 
one-third  sceptic,  and  one-third  (which  will  be 
thought  the  worst  imputation  of  all)  a  Methodist, 
though  I  am  none  of  the  three.' '  On  one  side  he 
sympathised  with  the  pietists  of  the  seventeenth 
century  in  opposition  to  the  dryness  of  orthodoxy ; 
on  another  he  had  a  good  word  for  the  critics  and 
philosophers.  He  commended  Lessing  for  his  ser- 
vices to  Christianity,  and  declared  that  he  had  re- 
stored the  key  to  the  right  understandmg  of  the 
Old  Testament  as  the  preliminary  education  of 
the  human  race.  He  affirmed  the  influence  of  the 
Kantian  teaching  to  have  been  for  the  time,  indeed, 
injurious,  yet  permanently  beneficial,  for  it  led  many 
to  listen  to  the  voice  of  Nature,  the  revelation  of 
God  within  them  (language  which  no  thorough-going 
Evangelical  could  have  used).  To  this  was  added 
a  hint  bearing  on  the  advance  of  the  literary  and 
historical  investigation  of  the  Bible.  The  faith  of 
the  Christian,  he  asserted,  depends  not  on  ihe  re- 
ception of  the  one  or  the  other  book  of  Scripture ; 
and  it  has  been  a  suggestion  pregnant  with  mischief 
that  any  doubt  respecting  any  portion  of  the  sacred 
volume  necessarily  implies  a  diminished  value  for  its 
whole  contents,  or  a  weakened  reverence  and  grati- 
tude for  its  divine  Giver.  Sentiments  such  as  these 
'  Lifi,  voL  i.,  p.  153. 


urr.i.  FREEDOM     OF     INQUIRY  19 

exposed  Pusey  to  accusations  which  he  had  to  meet 
again  and  again  in  later  years.  The  book  and  its 
sequel  (1830)  were  subsequently  withdrawn.  As  he 
looked  back  on  the  whole  controversy  after  another 
decade,  he  defined  his  position  thus  : ' 

'I  ever  believed  the  plenary  inspiration  of  the  whole  Bible, 
ftnd  every  sentence  in  it,  as  far  as  any  doctrine  or  practice  can  be 
elicited  from  it.  I  ever  believed  the  human  instruments  to  have 
been  guided  by  God's  Holy  Spirit,  and  that  the  Hoty  Spirit  never 
failed  ihero  :  only  I  did  not  think  that  while  He  guided  them 
into  all  truth,"  this  guidance  extended  into  such  minute  details 
id  circiunstances  as  in  no  way  affected  the  truth.' 

It  was  not  surprising  that  Pusey 's  opponents 
should  draw  inferences  from  his  language  which  he 
was  not  prepared  to  admit.  The  clerical  mind  was 
morbidly  sensitive  to  the  smallest  symptoms  of  de- 
parture from  the  most  rigid  standards  of  orthodoxy. 
In  1829  the  well  known  house  of  Mr.  John  Murray 
issued,  in  a  series  entitled  '  The  Family  Library/ 
three  little  volumes  of  the  History  of  the  Jews,  by 
Henry  Hart  Milman  (afterwards  Dean  of  St.  Paul's, 
1849-68).  Scholar  and  poet — he  had  made  some 
successful  translations  from  Sanskrit — he  wrote  as 
a  historian  rather  than  as  a  theologian  The  char- 
acters of  the  Old  Testament  were  treated  not  as 
supernatural  saints  but  as  human  beings.  Abraham 
became  an  eastern  sheikh.  The  passage  of  the  Red 
Sea  was  explained  by  natural  causes.  The  numbers 
of  the  wandering  Israelites  were  minimised  ;  and  the 
incidents  of  their  long  march  were  viewed  through 
the  veil   of  allegory   spread    over    the   distant   past 

<  In  >  letter  of  1841  :  Uft^  ml.  i.,  p,  174. 
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by  oriental  imagination.  It  was  more  than  public 
opinion  could  then  bear.  Anger  and  alarm  stopped 
the  sale  of  the  book,  and  the  issue  of  the  Family 
Library  ceased. 

The  most  important  influence  of  this  age,  how- 
ever, was  not  exercised  by  the  historian,  the  critic, 
or  the  theologian,  but  by  the  genius  of  Coleridge 
(1773-1834),  which  expatiated  freely  in  the  regions 
of  poetry,  literature,  and  philosophy,  at  home  in 
them  all,  yet  limited  to  none.  Reaction  against  the 
rationalist  necessarianism  of  Priestley  and  Hartley 
which  he  had  embraced  at  Cambridge,  led  him 
through  his  study  of  German  to  the  philosophy  of 
Kant  and  Schelling.  Confronted  with  ihe  prevail- 
ing Evangelicalism,  he  could  not  reconcile  its  doc- 
trine of  the  ruin  of  human  nature  with  his  view  of 
the  significance  of  the  higher  Reason ;  and  this  led 
to  a  complete  reconstruction  of  his  conception  of 
religion.  It  was  no  longer  a  conviction  of  super- 
natural grace  borne  in  upon  the  sinner  from  without 
by  the  irresistible  force  of  the  Spirit ;  nor  was  it  the 
appropriation  by  faith  of  the  merits  of  the  Redeemer 
in  the  historic  atonement  of  the  Cross.  It  was  al- 
ready involved  in  the  moral  consciousness  of  man ; 
it  lay  in  the  spiritual  trusts  and  affections  which 
constituted  the  very  essence  of  the  soul.  These 
could  not  be  justified  by  any  literary  or  historic  evi- 
dences. They  were  their  own  witnesses,  and  there 
was  no  higher  court  of  appeal  except  to  an  utterance 
still  more  persuasive  in  sympathy  or  clearer  in  com- 
mand.    Like  Herder  and  Schleierraacher,  therefore, 
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Coleridge  declared  that  Christianity  was  a  life,  not  a 
theological  system,  and  it  must  be  known  or  realised 
by  living.  In  other  words,  the  real  testimony  to  it 
was  not  an  external  demonstration  but  an  internal 
experience.  '  The  truth  revealed  through  Christ  has 
its  evidence  in  itself,  and  the  proof  of  its  divine  au- 
thority in  its  fitness  to  our  nature  and  needs,  the 
clearness  and  cogency  of  this  proof  being  propor- 
tionate to  the  degree  of  self-knowledge  in  each  indi- 
vidual hearer.'  ^  This  kind  of  experience  cannot, 
however,  be  everywhere  uniform  and  constant.  It 
is  apprehended  in  different  forms  and  with  changing 
intensity  according  to  the  specific  powers  of  different 
persons,  or  the  characteristic  influences  of  different 
periods.  A  distinction  was  accordingly  drawn  be- 
tween the  intellectual  forms  of  religious  belief,  which 
vary  from  age  to  age/and  the  permanent  contents  of 
the  religious  consciousness  in  aspiration,  endeavour, 
and  trust.  Even  within  the  New  Testament  itself, 
the  symbols  and  metaphors  by  which  the  apostolic 
teachers  described  the  effects  of  the  death  of  Christ, 
must  be  interpreted  in  the  light  of  the  Jewish  theo- 
logy whence  they  were  sometimes  derived,  or  the 
controversies  both  within  and  without  the  early 
Church.  Coleridge  projected  vast  plans  which  he 
never  executed,  and  his  philosophy  of  religion  no- 
where received  systematic  or  coherent  expression. 
But  some  years  after  his  death  seven  letters  on  in- 
spiration from  his  pen  were  issued  under  the  title  of 
Confessions  of  an  Inquiring  Spirit  (1840).      They 

'  Confiaaiotu  of  att  Inqtdring  Spiril,  p.  60. 
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contained  an  impassioned  protest  against  the  me- 
chanical conceptions  of  inspiration.  The  doctrine 
that  every  part  of  the  Bible  was  the  direct  speech 
of  God  turned  all  these  heart-awakening  utterances 
of  men  of  like  faculties  and  passions  with  ourselves, 
mourning,  rejoicing,  suffering,  triumphing,  into  '  a 
Divina  Commedia  of  a  superhuman  ventriloquist." 
The  real  evidence  of  inspiration  lay  in  its  power 
over  the  human  soul,  '  Whatever  Jinds  me,  bears 
witness  that  it  has  proceeded  from  a  Holy  Spirit, — 
even  from  the  same  spirit  which  remaining  in  itself, 
yet  regenerateth  all  other  powers,  and  in  all  ages 
entering  into  holy  souls  maketk  them  friends  of  God, 
and  prophets.' '  The  action  of  the  Spirit  could  not 
be  shut  up  within  the  limits  of  a  book :  nor  on  the 
other  hand  could  it  be  discerned  there  everywhere 
and  always.  Such  an  assumption  converted  the 
whole  body  of  holy  writ  into  '  a  colossal  Memnon's 
head,  a  hollow  passage  for  a  voice,  a  voice  that 
mocks  the  voices  of  many  men,  and  speaks  in  their 
names,  and  yet  is  but  one  voice,  and  the  same.'* 

The  question  which  Coleridge  set  out  to  answer— 
'  Is  it  necessary,  or  expedient,  to  insist  on  the  belief 
of  the  divine  orijiin  and  authority  of  all,  and  every 
part  of  the  Canonical  books  as  the  condition,  or  first 
principle,  of  Christian  Faith?' — received  a  no  less 
emphatic  answer  from  Dr.  Arnold  (1795-1842)  on 
the  historical  side.  Trained  at  Oriel  under  Cople- 
stone,  Whately,  and   Hampden,  who  did  not  allow 

'  Ibid.  p.  35.         *tbid.  p.  10,  quoting  Wiid.  of  Sot..  7". 
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religious  earnestness  to  discharge  them  from  in- 
tellectual activity,  he  learned  German  to  read 
Niebuhr's  History  of  Rome  in  1825,  and  made  friends 
with  Bunsen  two  years  later.  The  influence  of  these 
teachers  was  apparent  in  the  Essay  on  the  right 
Interpretation  and  Understanding  of  the  Scriptures 
(1831)1  which  he  regarded  even  in  the  last  year  of 
his  life  as  the  most  important  thing  he  had  ever 
written.'  It  was  founded  on  the  conceptions  which 
his  historical  studies  had  rendered  familiar  to  him. 
Here  was  no  product  of  a  single  life,  like  the  Koran, 
whose  parts  all  claimed  equal  authority,  and  were 
composed  at  one  time.  Each  character,  each  act, 
in  the  Old  Testament,  must  be  considered  in  the 
light  of  its  surrounding  circumstances,  and  the 
moral  development  which  the  people  of  Israel  had 
then  attained.  If  Abraham  denied  his  wife,  or  Moses 
slaughtered  the  Midianites,  or  Saul  massacred  the 
women  and  children  of  Amalek,  their  conduct  must 
be  judged  under  the  conditions  of  their  age.  From 
the  narratives  of  miracle  he  turned  to  the  progress 
of  spiritual  truth :  suppose  the  wonders  of  Exodus 
disproved,  '  the  divinity  of  the  Mosaic  Dispensation 
would  then  rest  on  its  own  intrinsic  evidence,  crowned 
as  it  is  by  Christianity.'  A  distinction,  therefore, 
arose  between  the  truth  of  Revelation  and  the  in- 
spiration of  the  historical  record.  Objections  of  a 
critical  and  historical  kind  might  affect  the  inspiration 
of  the  narrative  books,  but  their  credibility  did  not 
depend  upon  their  inspiration.     The  Bible  must  be 

■  Lift  (8lh  ed.),  voL  i,  p.  331. 
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interpreted  humanly,  and  questions  of  history,  criti 
ism,  and  science,  must  not  be  confounded  will 
Christian  faith.  So  he  affirmed  (1840)  that  the 
announcement  (in  Isaiah  vii.  14)  of  the  birth  of  a 
child  who  should  be  called  Immanuel,  had  a  manifest 
historical  meaning  as  applied  to  the  prophet's  wife 
(Letter  ccxxii).  To  another  correspondent  he  wrote 
from  Fox  How  in  the  same  month  (Letter  cxix.)  : — 

'  I  have  long  thought  that  the  greater  part  of  the  book  of 
Daniel  is  most  certainly  a  very  late  work  of  the  lime  of  the  Mac- 
cabees ;  and  the  pretended  prophecy  about  the  Kings  of  Greece 
and  Persia,  and  of  the  North  and  South,  is  mere  history,  like  the 
poetical  prophecies  in  Virgil  and  elsewhere.' 

The  principles  of  historical  criticism  were  thus 
fully  enunciated.  Was  there  any  one  ready  to  apply 
them  ?  How  far  did  the  law  of  the  Church  permit 
them  to  be  carried  ?  ^1 

The  death  of  Arnold  in  1842  was  followed  by  the 
publication  of  Stanley's  famous  biography  of  his  old 
master  in  1844.  The  book  had  the  significance,  if 
not  the  intention,  of  a  manifesto.  Oxford  was  then 
convulsed  by  the  Tractarian  movement.  Newman 
had  resigned  St.  Mary's,  because,  as  he  said,  he 
thought  the  Church  of  Rome  the  Catholic  Church, 
though  he  had  not  yet  been  received  into  it,  and  was 
living  in  seclusion  at  Littlemore.  The  great  contro- 
versy had  absorbed  all  energies.  Philosophy  was 
ignored  ;  historical  study — save  of  the  Fathers — was 
neglected.     Scientific  and  literary  pursuits  had  been 
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decried  as  frivolous  and  vain.  Ecclesiastical  politics 
alone  secured  attention.  Baur  had  already  carried 
the  Pastoral  Epistles  into  the  second  century  ;  and 
Strauss  had  interpreted  the  Gospels  ae  largely  the 
product  of  myth.  Dim  echoes  of  their  critical 
methods  excited  extraordinary  alarm.  The  timid  felt 
themselves  in  danger  of  being  forced  to  Rome  in 
one  direction,  or  swept  away  by  infidelity  in  the 
other.  Vague  apprehensions  weighed  on  even  strong 
and  noble  minds,  and  indisposed  them  for  action, 
lest  misunderstanding  by  others  should  endanger 
their  cause. 

The  future,  then,  as  always,  lay  with  the  young. 
Stanley  (1815-81)  had  laid  especial  stress  on  the 
importance  attached  by  Arnold  to  the  critical  study 
of  theology.  Arnold  had  even  planned  a  sort  of 
Rugby  '  Paul '  ;  and  as  early  as  1 836  was  at  work  on 
the  first  epistle  to  the  Thessalonians,  preferring  to 
bring  them  out  first  rather  than  the  Pastoral  Epistles. 
The  grounds  of  this  choice  were  twofold.  The 
historian's  instinct  pleaded,  '  the  chronological  order 
of  the  Epistles  is  undoubtedly  the  natural  one'; 
while  the  disputant's  adroitness  added,  '  they  will  not 
be  thought  to  have  been  chosen  for  purposes  of  con- 
troversy, and  yet  they  may  really  be  made  to  serve 
my  purpose  quite  as  well  '  (Letter  cxliv.).  The 
purpose  of  the  master  was  cherished  in  the  mind  of 
the  pupil,  and  suggested  the  subject  of  his  sermons 
as  Select  Preacher  to  the  University,  in  1846-7,  on 
the  Apostolic  age.  By  that  time  he  had  already 
found  a  fellow-worker  in  Benjamin  Jowett  (1817-93). 
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Driven  by  the  rain  one  afternoon  Into  the  shelter  fl 
a  quarry  (1846),  the  two  friends  amused  themselvef 
with  sketching  the  outline  of  a  common  plan.'  Thi 
details  of  the  scheme  have  not  been  preserved,  bud 
it  required  first  a  close  study  of  the  Gospels.  Jowet^ 
shrank  from  no  intellectual  labour,  and  found  a  re> 
freshing  stimulus  in  the  writings  of  the  much  dreaded 
Baur,  whose  great  work  on  Paul  (1845)  he  described 
as  '  the  ablest  book  I  ever  read  on  St.  Paul's 
Epistles  ;  a  remarkable  combination  of  Philological 
and  Metaphysical  power,  without  the  intrusion  of 
Modern  Philosophy.' '  The  manifold  labours  of  the 
two  friends  delayed  the  progress  of  their  enterprise. 
But  it  was  at  length  completed  :  Stanley  dealt  with 
the  letters  to  the  Corinthians,  Jowett  with  those  to 
the  Thessalonians,  Galatians,  and  Romans  :  and  the 
volumes  appeared  in  March,  1855,  on  the  same  day. 
Different  destinies  awaited  the  two  books,  Stanley's 
came  in  due  course  to  a  second  edition,  but  attracted 
comparatively  little  notice.  Jowett's  soon  aroused 
keen  dislike  and  hostility.  The  actual  theologi- 
cal standpoint  was  not  very  different.  The  trans- 
lation might  be  fresher,  the  commentary  more 
independent ;  but  still  more  striking  was  a  subtle 
difference  in  depth  and  method.  In  his  supplemental 
Essays  Jowett  did  not  disguise  his  opposition  to 
current  theological  ideas,  and  in  his  discussion  of 
the  Atonement  he  stated  the  moral  objections  to  the 
extreme  Evangelical  conception  with  even  passionate 

'  Lif*  and  Lttlm  ofjoaitit,  vol.  i.,  p.  toa 
'  lift  and  Lttirrs,  vol.  L,  p.  14a- 
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vrfiemence.  'There  are  idols  of  the  temple,'  he 
declared,  '  as  well  as  idols  of  the  market-place. 
These  idols  consist  in  human  reasonings  and  defini- 
tions which  are  erected  into  Articles  of  Faith.  We 
are  willing  to  adore  in  silence,  but  not  the  inventions 
of  man.  The  controversialist  naturally  thinks  that  in 
assailing  the  doctrine  of  satisfaction  as  inconsistent 
with  truth  and  morality  we  are  fighting  not  with 
himself  but  with  God.'  Before  the  leaven  of  the 
new  book  had  had  time  to  work,  Jowett  (who  had 
been  repulsed  at  the  election  for  the  Mastership  of 
Balliol  the  year  before)  was  appointed  by  Lord 
Palmerston  in  June  to  the  Regius  Professorship  of 
Greek.  In  the  autumn  the  new  Professor  was  de- 
nounced to  the  Vice-Chancellor  of  the  University  as 
having  denied  the  Catholic  Faith.  Jowett  was 
accordinglv  summoned  to  appear  before  him  and 
subscribe  the  Articles  anew.  On  December  15th 
he  wrote  to  Stanley  the  pathetic  words,  '  You  will 
perhaps  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  that  I  have 
taken  the  meaner  part  and  signed.'  ^ 

A  few  years  later  a  fresh  plan  was  communicated 
to  Stanley.  It  arose  with  the  Rev.  H.  B.  Wilson, 
Hampton  lecturer  in  1851,  and  vicar  of  Great  Staugh- 
ton,  Huntingdonshire.  In  a  letter  from  Keswick  in 
August,  1858,  Jowett  thus  unfolded  the  scheme  : 

Wilson  wishes  me  to  write  to  you  respecting  a  volume  of 
Theological  Essays  which  he  has  already  mentioned,  the  object  of 
«bich.  however,  he  thinks  he  has  not  clearly  set  before  you, 
tnisting  to  my  being  at  Oxford,  etc. 

'  Lift  and  Ltlttrs,  voL  L,  p.  ajg. 
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'  The  persona  who  have  already  joined  in  the  plan  are  Wilso 
R.  Williams  of  King's,  Pattison,  Grant,  Temple,  Miiller,  if  he  " 
time,  and  myself.     The  object  is  to  say  what  we  think  freely  within  ' 

the  litniis  of  th(?  Church  of  England We  do  not  wish  to 

do  anything  rash  or  irritating  to  the  public  or  the  University,  but 
we  are  determined  not  lo  submit  to  this  abominable  system  of 
terrorism,  which  prevents  the  statement  of  the  plainest  facts,  and 
makes  true  theology  or  theological  education  impossible.  Pusey 
and  his  friends  are  perfectly  aware  of  your  opinions,  and  the  Dean's, 
and  Temple's,  and  Miiller's,  but  they  are  determined  to  prevent 
your  expressing  them.  I  do  not  deny  that  in  the  present  state  of 
the  world  the  expression  of  (hem  is  a  matter  of  great  nicety  and 
care,  but  is  it  possible  to  do  any  good  by  a  syslem  of  reticence  ? 
For  example,  I  entirely  agree  with  you  that  no  greater  good  could 
be  accomplished  for  religion  and  morality  than  the  abolition  of  all 
subscriptions ;  but  how  will  this  ever  be  promoted  ia  the  least 
degree,  or  how  will  il  be  possible  for  anyone  in  high  station  ever 
to  propose  it,  if  we  only  talk  it  over  in  private  ?  ' 

The  volume  appeared  in  March,  i860,  under  the 
title  of  Essays  and  Revieivs.  It  is  somewhat  difficult 
now  to  understand  the  commotion  which  it  excited. 
But  in  the  interval,  the  Origin  of  Species  had  been 
published  in  1859;  and  the  meeting  of  the  British 
Association  for  the  advancement  of  Science  at 
Oxford  in  the  summer  of  i860  had  drawn  all  eyes  to 
the  famous  encounter  between  Mr.  Huxley  and 
Bishop  Wilberforce.  The  air  was  full  of  strange 
cries  and  inuendoes  ;  but  the  first  assault  on  the 
Essayists  came  from  an  unexpected  quarter.  In  the 
October  number  of  the  Westminsler  Review  Mr. 
Frederick  Harrison,  then  fellow  of  Wadham,  pub- 
lished an  article  on  '  Neo-Christianity,'  in  which 
he  denounced  their  position  as  one  of  hopeless 
inconsistency,  and  called  on  the  offending  clergymen 
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to  abandon  their  preferments  in  the  church.  The 
attack  was  renewed  by  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  in 
his  autumn  charge,  and  in  the  Quarterly  Review  for 
January,  1861.  The  clerical  ranks  were  now  being 
roused  to  battle.  Addresses,  memorials,  remon- 
strances, appeals,  were  sent  up  to  the  Archbishops 
from  every  side.  Early  in  February  a  meeting  of 
Bishops  was  held  at  Lambeth,  and  it  was  decided  to 
reply  in  concert  to  an  address  from  the  Rural 
Deanerj'  of  Dorsetshire.  The  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury issued  a  letter  on  the  1  2th  which  expressed  the 
pain  of  his  Episcopal  brethren  that  any  clergyman 
should  have  published  such  opinions  as  those  of  the 
incriminated  book,  and  roundly  declared — '  We 
cannot  understand  how  these  opinions  can  be  held 
consistently  with  an  honest  subscription  to  the  form- 
ularies of  our  Church,  with  many  of  the  fundamental 
doctrines  of  which  they  appear  to  us  essentially  at 
variance.'  The  names  of  the  Archbishop  of  York 
and  the  four-and-twenty  Bishops  followed  that  of  the 
Primate. 

Great  distress  was  caused  bv  the  attitude  of  the 
Bishop  of  London,  Dr.  Tait.  He  was  understood  to 
have  said  in  private  that  he  saw  nothing  to  object 
to  in  the  essays  of  Temple,  Pattison,  and  Jowett ; 
and  now  he  seemed  to  involve  them  in  a  common 
condemnation.  Jowett  wrote  a  long  letter  to  him, 
but  did  not  send  it.  '  It  is  natural  in  him,  but  it 
ruins  confidence,'  he  remarked ;  ^  and  remained  in 
friendship  with  his  former  tutor.     From  the  Head- 

'  U/t  and  Lttltrs,  voL  i.,  p.  197. 
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master  of   Rugbv  came  letters  of  earnest  remoi 
strance : 

'  Many  years  ago  you  ur}];ed  on  us  from  the  University  pulpit  to 
undertake  the  critical  study  of  the  Bible.  You  said  thai  it  was  a 
dangerous  study,  but  indispensable.  Vou  described  its  difficulties, 
and  those  who  hstened  must  have  felt  a  confidence  (as  I  assuredly 
did,  for  1  was  there)  that  if  they  took  your  advice  and  entered  on 
the  task,  you  at  any  rate  wtmld  never  join  in  treating  thetn 
unjustly  if  their  study  had  brought  with  it  the  difficulties  you 
described.  Such  a  study,  so  full  of  difBculties,  imperatively  de- 
mands freedom  for  its  candition.  To  tell  a  man  to  study,  and  yet 
bid  him,  under  heavy  penalties,  come  to  the  same  conclusions 
with  those  who  have  not  studied,  is  to  mock  htm.  If  the  con- 
clusions are  prescribed,  the  study  is  precluded.' ' 

Stanley  was  also  deeply  grieved  at  the  Bishops' 
action,  and  entered  into  a  long  correspondence  with 
the  Bishop  of  London.  He  pleaded  the  injustice 
of  the  condemnation,  and  urged  the  danger  of  any 
attempt  to  curtail  the  liberties  of  the  Church  by 
episcopal  declarations  on  matters  which  ought  to 
be  decided  by  the  courts  specially  provided  for  the 
purpose.  In  the  Edinburgh  for  April  the  dauntless 
Canon  of  Christ  Church*  replied  to  the  onslaught  in 
the  previous  Quarterly;  he  quoted  latiludinarian 
precedents  from  Anglican  divines,  and  even  hinted 
that  among  the  men  who  had  joined  in  the  condem- 
nation there  was  one  who  was  himself  responsible  in 
his  published  writings  for  opinions  similar  to  those 
which  were  now  denounced.' 

'  Lift  of  Archbishop  Tail,  vol.  i.,  p.  jgi, 

'  Stanley  held  his  sull  as  Regius  Professor  of  Ecelesiaslica!  Hislory. 
'  '  The  cnlical  essay  of  Schleiermacher  on  St,  Luke's  Gospel  wu  usheml 
Into  the  world  by  a  Preface  of  Ibe  traaslator,  which  bun  on  every  p>f^  the 
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The  Lower  House  of  Convocation  naturally  sup- 
ported the  Bishops  'censure,  But  their  condemnation 
of  a  book  which  one  leading  speaker  admitted  that 
he  had  never  read,  carried  with  il  no  legal  penalties. 
Very  different  was  the  spirit  of  the  proceedings 
opened  in  1861  by  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  against 
Dr.  Rowland  Williams  for  his  account  of  Bunsen's 
Biblical  researches,  and  by  Mr.  Fendall  against  the 
Rev.  H.  B.  Wilson  whose  essay  dealt  with  the  posi- 
lion  of  the  National  Church.  The  cases  were  heard 
separately  in  the  court  of  Arches  by  Dr.  Lushington, 
but  judgment  was  not  delivered  till  June  25,  1862. 
A  number  of  charges  were  rejected,  in  terms  which 
were  calculated  to  extend  the  liberties  of  the  clergy 
within  legal  limits  as  far  as  possible.  Dr.  Williams 
was  alleged  to  have  maintained  that  the  book  of 
Daniel  was  not  written  by  Daniel,  and  that  Jonah 
was  not  a  historical  person.  '  All  this  may  be 
erroneous.'  coldly  remarked  the  judge,^  '  but  what 
Article  is  contravened  ? '  Dr.  Williams  had  spoken 
of  the  necessity  of  a  verifying  faculty  in  judging  of 
Scripture.  '  What  is  the  meaning  of  these  words  ?  ' 
asked  Dr.  Lushington.  '  I  apprehend  that  it  must 
mean  this,  that  the  clergy  (for  I  speak  of  these 
only)  are  at  liberty  to  reject  parts  of  Scripture  upon 

UawUkable  (Ump  of  the  maslprly  hand  of  the  Bishop  of  St,  David's.'  Wilb 
lni«  iiuight  be  dncribc<l  the  breadtb  of  the  whole  issue.  '  If  there  be  a  coa~ 
jr,  it  il  one  far  more  formidBble  thin  Ibat  of  the  seveo  Essayists.  For 
csDSpiiacy  in  which  half  the  rising  generation,  one  quarter  or  the  Bench 
of  Bubopa.  the  must  leading  spirits  of  our  clergy,  have  been,  and  are,  and  will 
be  engaged,  whatever  be  the  results  of  the  preseut  eonlroveray.' 

'  EulniatlKaljHtlgtittnis,  edited  by  Brodrick  aod  Fremutle,  1B65,  p.  359. 
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their  own  opinion  that  the  narrative  is  inherently 
incredible  ;  to  disregard  precepts  in  Holy  Writ  be- 
cause they  think  them  evidently  wrong.  Whatever  I 
may  think  as  to  the  danger  of  the  liberty  so  claimed, 
still  if  the  liberty  do  not  extend  to  the  impugning 
of  the  Articles  of  Religion  or  the  Formularies,  the 
matter  is  beyond  my  cognisance.' 

Finally,  Dr.  Williams  was  condemned  ( i )  for 
having  characterised  the  Bible  without  qualification 
as  an  expression  of  devout  reason,  which  was  held 
to  be  inconsistent  with  the  statement  in  the  sixth 
Article  that  it  was  written  by  the  interposition  of 
God  ;  (2)  for  errors  connected  with  the  atonement ; 
and  (3)  for  false  teaching  about  justification  by 
faith.  Mr.  Wilson  was  condemned  for  having  im- 
plied that  the  Scriptures  were  not  in  parts  the  Word 
of  God,  for  having  denied  any  distinction  between 
covenanted  and  uncovenanled  mercies,  and  for  hav- 
ing declared  it  a  matter  of  hope  that  finallv  all,  both 
great  and  small,  might  escape  everlasting  condem- 
nation. Notice  was  duly  given  of  appeal,  and  the 
two  cases  went  up  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council.' 

'  The  judicial  procedure  of  Dr.  Lushingtoo  was  in  marked  contrast  with 
the  IrealmcDl  ineled  out  a  lew  years  before  to  the  Rev,  Dr.  Samuel  DavidaoD 
by  the  authorities  of  [he  Lancashire  Indepeodeat  College,  in  ivhich  he  was 
professor.  Dr.  Davidson  had  published  ■  learned  Introduclioo  to  the  New 
Tealament  (1S49-JI)  which  had  won  the  commeodBlion  of  aulhoritiea  like 
Archdeacon  Hare  and  Dr.  Thirlwall.  1q  1S54  be  was  invited  to  issue  a  new 
edition  of  Horne's  iHtrodtuHon  la  Ihi  Satmi  ScrifilHrts,  and  it  was  arrani^ 
that  he  should  entirely  re-write  vol.  ii.,  on  the  origin  and  authorship  of  the 
books  of  Ihe  Old  Testameot.  This  volume  appea^J  in  1856.  In  dealing 
with  the  Pentateuch  Dr.  Davidson  recounted  a  number  of  phenomena  in- 
vith  coDtemporory  authoriihip,  recognised  two  documents  from 
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In  the  meantime  the  situation  was  complicated 
by  a  fresh  issue.  After  the  Lushington  judgment. 
In  the  autumn  of  1862,  England  was  startled  by  the 
publication  of  the  first  part  of  a  treatise  on  the  Pen- 
tateuch by  the  Bishop  of  NataJ.  Dr.  Colenso  was 
little  known  in  this  country  except  as  the  author  of 
a  successful  manual  of  arithmetic,  though  just  before 
his  consecration  he  had  dedicated  a  volume  of  ser- 
mons to  the  Rev.  F.  D.  Maurice.  But  on  the  Zulus 
of  Natal  he  had  made  a  deep  impression.  With 
untiring  toil  he  had  spent  seven  years  among  them  ; 
he  had  compiled  a  grammar  and  dictionary  of  the 
Zulu  language  {the  latter  extending  to  552  pp.); 
he  had  prepared  Zulu  reading- books,  and  manuals 
of  instruction  for  natives  in  English,  history,  geo- 
graphy, astronomy,  and  other  branches  of  useful 
knowledge  ;  he  had  translated  the  books  of  Genesis, 
Exodus,  and  Samuel,  together  with  the  whole  of  the 
New  Testament,  into  the  Zulu  tongue  ; — an  amount 
of  work  which  (as  Dean  Stanley  told  the  members 
of  the  Society  for  the  Propagation  of  the  Gospel 
some  years  later)  would  keep  alive  his  fame  as  a 
missionary  long  after  his  persecutors  were  all  dead 

Ccaesia  Xo  Numbers,  emphasiied  the  aepirale  character  of  Deuteronomy, 
tad  Micgesled  thai  [he  whole  had  been  editorially  compiled  under  tbe 
rdhy.  The  Trust-deed  of  the  College  affirmed  that  the  Holy  Scrip- 
cJ  the  Old  uid  Netw  Teslamenta  contain  the  revealed  will  of  God,  and 
■«  Ifcocfore  the  sole  and  exclusive  authority  in  the  Chrisdan  Church.  But 
k  lytciifieil  aotbiug  concemiDg  the  authorship  of  any  book  from  Genesis  lo 
RncUtica-  The  Committee  of  the  College,  however,  were  alarmed.  They 
d  re»^uiions  coDcemiug  Ihe  dangerous  character  of  Dr.  Davidaon's 
kog.  When  he  requested  them  to  specify  Che  passages  lo  which  they 
led,  they  declined  the  task  '  as  unnecessary,'  and  they  left  him  no  choice 
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and  buried.  But  his  labours  brought  him  face  to 
face  with  grave  difficulties.  Not  only  did  his 
Commentary  on  the  Epistle  to  ike  Romans  (1861) 
open  up  the  whole  question  of  the  salvation  of  the 
heathen  and  compel  him  to  confront  the  doctrine  of 
everlasting  punishment,  he  was  further  exposed  to 
the  penetrating  questions  of  his  converts.  '  While 
translating  the  story  of  the  Flood,'  he  wrote  to  Dr. 
Harold  Browne,'  "  I  have  had  a  simple-minded  but 
intelligent  native, — one  with  the  docility  of  a  child 
but  the  reasoning  powers  of  mature  age,^ — look  up 
and  ask  "  Is  all  that  true?  Do  you  really  believe 
that  all  this  happened  thus, — that  all  the  beasts  and 
birds  and  creeping  things  upon  the  earth,  targe  and 
small,  from  hot  countries  and  cold,  came  thus  by 
pairs  and  entered  into  the  ark  with  Noah  ?  And 
did  Noah  gather  food  for  them  all,  for  the  beasts 
and  birds  of  prey,  as  well  as  for  the  rest  ?  "  My 
heart  answered  in  the  words  of  the  prophet  "  Shall 
a  man  speak  lies  in  the  name  of  the  Lord  ?  "  I 
dared  not  do  so.'  Those  questions  started  the 
investigation  into  the  origin  and  composition  of  the 
Pentateuch. 

The  fact  that  critical  views  resembling  those 
reached  by  Dr.  Colenso  have  long  been  taught  with 
undisputed  authority  in  the  universities  and  theo- 
logical colleges  of  Great  Britain,  makes  it  difficult 
for  this  generation  to  realise  the  terror  and 
wrath  excited  by  the  episcopal  application  of 
arithmetical  tests  to  the  narratives  of  the  books  of 

'  Tbe  tener  wu  not  sent,  Lift,  vol.  i.  p.  48a. 
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Exodus  and  Numbers.  Ridicule  was  poured  upon 
the  simple  Zulu.  The  bishop's  objections,  it  was 
alleged,  contained  nothing  new  (which  was  substan- 
tially true) :  they  had  been  confuted  again  and  again 
(which  was  not  true).  Matthew  Arnold,  not  yet  the 
apostle  of  culture  or  the  inventor  of  the  parable  of 
the  three  Lord  Shaftesburys,  rebuked  him  for  not 
having  written  in  Latin,  like  Spinoza.  In  spite  of 
the  simplicity  and  earnestness  of  his  declarations  of 
Christian  faith,  extravagant  charges  of  infidelity 
were  flung  against  him.  The  Bishop  of  Carlisle  de- 
nounced him  to  Sunday  school  children  as  '  doing  the 
Devil's  work  ' ;  the  Bishop  of  Manchester  ascribed 
to  him  a  '  savage  glee  and  exultation  which  would 
rather  become  a  successful  fiend  than  the  minister 
of  a  Christian  congregation.'  '  A  Committee  of  the 
Convocation  of  Canterbury  reported  against  the 
book  (1863)  ;  and  at  the  earnest  request  of  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford  ten  Bishops  of  the  province 
endorsed  the  condemnation,  the  Bishops  of  London 
and  St.  David's  vainly  endeavouring  to  stay  their 
hand.  Later  in  the  year  Dr.  Thirlwall  delivered  a 
memorable  Charge,  in  which  he  pointed  out  the 
futility  of  the  Committee's  report.  The  resolution 
by  which  the  offending  book  was  condemned , 
assumed  a  paternal  authority  which  rather  suited  an 
earlier  period  in  the  education  of  the  world,  and 
presupposed  a  child-like  docility  and  obedience  in 
those  over  whom  it  was  exercised,  such  as  were  very 
rarely   to   be  found.     The  censure  had  no  value,  for 

'  ColeiMO,  PfttlaUudt,  jMTt  iv.,  and  ed.,  p.  ivi. 
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it  did  not  point  out  the  errors  involved,  or  state  the 
doctrine  which  the  book  had  impugned.  In  grave 
and  weighty  words  he  declared  that  the  Church  had 
not  attempted  to  fence  the  study  of  the  Scripture 
either  for  clergy  or  laity  with  any  restriction  as  to 
the  subjects  of  enquiry,  and  he  added,  '  If  the 
enquiry  is  to  be  free,  it  is  impossible  consistently 
to  prescribe  the  results.'  * 

This  calm  and  statesmanlike  temper  was  unique 
upon  the  Episcopal  Bench.  The  Bishop  of  Oxford 
and  some  of  his  colleagues  were  apparently  in  cor- 
respondence with  the  Bishop  of  CapetO¥m,  who 
summoned  Dr.  Colenso  to  appear  before  him.  Dr. 
Gray  believed  himself  possessed  of  ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction  over  the  Bishop  of  Natal,  and  refused 
to  commit  the  case  to  the  English  courts.  '  If  the 
Church/  he  wrote,  *  does  not  denounce  the  judgment 
which  I  hear  is  to  be  delivered  iff  re  Essays  and 
Reviews,  she  will  cease  to  witness  for  Christ.  She 
must  destroy  that  master-piece  of  Satan  for  the 
overthrow  of  the  faith,  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  as  her  final  court  of  appeal,  or  it 
will  destroy  her.'  •  The  trial  took  place  in  Novem- 
ber, 1863,  in  Dr.  Colenso's  absence,  on  chaiges  based 
on  the  Commentarv  on  Romans,  and  the  treatise  on 
the  Pentateuch.  The  Bishop  of  Capetown  declared 
the  Bishop  of  Natal  deposed,  and  forbade  him  to 
exercise  any  diWne  oflBce  within  the  province. 


ToL  u.  ppb.  6S  and  61. 
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The  Capetown  proceedings  roused  an  active 
sympathy  for  Dr.  Colenso  in  the  minds  of  many 
who  did  not  approve  of  his  style  of  Biblical  criti- 
cism. It  was  felt  that  the  pretensions  of  Bishop 
Gray  must  be  resisted,  and  a  defence  fund  was 
started  to  enable  an  appeal  to  be  decided  in  the 
proper  court  at  home.  Before  the  Capetown  trial 
the  case  of  the  condemned  Essayists  had  been  heard 
before  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
in  June,  1863.  The  judgment  (which  Bishop  Gray 
anticipated  in  the  letter  already  quoted)  was  de- 
livered by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Westbury,  on 
February  8,  1864,  Three  charges  only  remained  out 
of  the  original  eighteen  '  articles '  brought  against 
the  defendants  ;  but  they  dealt  with  great  themes, 
(1)  Inspiration,  (2)  Justification,  {3)  Eternal  Pun- 
ishment. '  I  saw  at  once,'  reported  Stanley,  '  from 
the  absence  of  the  two  Archbishops  and  the  fallen 
countenance  of  Phillimore.  that  we  were  safe.'  1 
'  No  one  who  was  present,'  he  wrote  afterwards,  '  can  forget  the 
interest  with  which  the  audience  in  the  crowded  Council  Chamber 
iistened  to  sentence  after  sentence  as  they  rolled  along  from  the 
smooih  and  silver)-  tongue  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  enunciating 
with  a  lucidity  which  made  it  seem  impossible  that  any  other 
staiemenl  of  the  case  was  conceivable,  and  with  a  studied  modera- 
tioD  of  language  which  at  times  seemed  to  border  on  irony, — first 
the  principles  on  which  the  judgment  was  to  proceed,  and  then 
the  examination,  part  by  part,  and  word  by  word,  of  each  of  the 
three  charge*  that  remained,  till  at  the  close,  not  one  was  left,  and 
the  appellants  remained  in  possession  of  the  field.' ^ 
The  result  was  that  according  to  the  highest  legal 
authorities  it  was  not  penal  for  a  clergyman  of  the 

*  lift  mmd  LHtm,  voL  ii.,  p.  43.      *  Etsajiaon  ChurA  andSlalt,  1S70,  p.  101. 
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Anglican  Church  to  express  a  hope  that  by  i 
mercy  of  God  all  men  might  ultimately  be  save) 
nor  was  it  necesssry  to  believe  that  every  part  < 
every  book  of  the  Bible  was  written  under  the  i 
spiralion  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  The  inspiration  of  z 
part  of  Scripture  might  be  denied,  and  its  ai 
ticity  rejected.  The  one  thing  which  might  r 
impugned  was  its  canonicity,  the  fact  that  it  1 
longed  to  the  sacred  collections  of  the  Old  or  N« 
Testament. 

This   judgment   has   been   the   charter  of 
enquiry    into    the    origin    and    composition    of 
Scriptures  within   the    Established  Church  of 
land.     It  has  never  been  recalled.     Under  its  sheltj 
the  studies  of  a  generation  have  been  prosecute! 
and  the  Regius  Professor  of  Hebrew  at  the  Univi 
sity  of  Oxford  tranquilly  expounds,  as  scientifi' 
assured,  results  which  his  predecessor  would  chet 
fully   have    laid    down    his  life    to   avert.'     To 
Pusey   and   his   friends  the  decision   of  the  Pi 
Council  Committee     gave     inevitable    distress. 
Committee    of  which    Dr.    Pusey    was    a    membl 
issued  a  declaration    from  Oxford  in  the  followilg 
terms — 'We,     the    undersigned,     Presbyters 

Deacons  in    Holy    Orders declare  our  I 

belief    that    the    Church    of    England    and     Irel^ 
maintains  without  reserve   or   qualification  the 
spiration  and  divine  authority  of  the  whole  canoniq 
Scriptures  as  not  only  containing    but    being 
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Word  of  God.'  It  was  sent  to  nearly  35,000  clergy 
in  England  and  Ireland.  About  11,000  signed, 
including  nine  Oxford  professors.  With  greater 
caution  all  the  divinity  professors  of  Cambridge 
refrained.  The  declaration  could  have  no  legal 
effect ;  and  the  vagueness  of  its  wording  gave  it 
little  value  even  as  a  pious  utterance  of  opinion. 
The  Synodical  condemnation  of  Essays  and 
Reviews  by  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury  in 
August,  1864,  was  similarly  destitute  of  authority. 
The  appeal  of  Dr.  Colenso  against  his  deposition 
was  heard  before  the  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  before  the  close  of  1 864,  and  judgment 
was  delivered  on  March  20,  1865.  The  proceed- 
ings instituted  by  the  Bishop  of  Capetown,  the 
judgment  and  the  sentence  which  he  pronounced, 
were  all  annulled  as  illegal.  Dr.  Colenso  returned 
to  Natal  to  care  for  his  diocese  and  continue  his 
researches.  Faithful  to  his  principles,  Bishop  Gray 
defiantly  excommunicated  him,  and  declared  him 
'  separated  from  the  communion  of  the  Church,  and 
to  be  taken  of  the  whole  multitude  of  the  faithful  as 
a  heathen  man  and  a  publican.'  But  this  did  not 
hinder  the  Bishop  of  Natal  from  first  criticising  and 
then  following  Wellhausen,  and  supporting  the  cause 
of  Langalibalele. 

Liberty  of    Biblical    criticism  was  thus  secured 
within  the  Church    of    England.'     The  progress  of 

'  No  other  similar  case  has  ariatn  within  her  borders  siace.  The  Free 
Otorcfa  of  Scotland,  however,  fell  it  oecessary  in  1S76  10  proceed  against  one  of 
lUawM  brilliuit  icbolors,  the  lale  Pror.W.  Roberlaoa  Smith,  of  the  Free  Church 
at  article  '  Bihle '  iu  the  new  LocyclopKdia  Britao- 
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forty  years  is  registered  at  the  present  moment  in 
the  modern  dictionaries  which  sum  up  from  different 
points  of  view  the  advance  of  historical  knowledge 
and  critical  theory.*  Two  other  movements  followed 
the  settlement  of  the  struggle.  One  of  these  cul- 
minated in  the  Revision  of  the  Authorised  Version, 
which  will  be  described  in  the  next  lecture.  The 
other  was  not,  indeed,  without  immediate  success, 
but  has  yet  to  reach  its  goal.  When  the  excitement 
aroused  by  Dr.  Colenso  was  at  its  height,  Stanley 
addressed  a  brilliant  letter  to  the  Bishop  of  London 
urging  some  relaxation  in  the  terms  of  clerical 
subscription.  The  subject  was  not  new.  It  had 
been  brought  before  Parliament  in  a  bill  introduced 
by  Sir  William  Meredith  in  1772.  Bishop  Stanley 
had  signed  a  petition  in  its  favour  in  1840,  which 
Archbishop  Whately  had  presented  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  In  the  explosion  of  animosity  and  alarm 
which  followed  the  publication  of  Tract  xc.  in  1841, 
the  movement  had  no  chance  of  securing  impartial 
consideration.  In  1854,  however,  undergraduates  at 
the  Universities  were  relieved  by  Parliament  from 
the  obligation  of  subscription  to  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles,  and  ten  years  later,  after  the  Privy  Council 

nica  eiciled  grave  disapproval.  A  Cominiilee  was  appoinled  by  the  General 
Assembly  to  investigate  the  case.     Pror.  Robertson  Smith  defended   himself 

of  the  Assembly  in  June.  1881.  Similar  proceedings  were  recently  thrcateoed 
against  another  distiaguished  teacher,  the  Rev.  Prof.  G.  Adam  Smith,  of  the 
Free  Church  College,  Glasgow,  but  they  were  happily  averted  by  a  vote  of 
the  Assembly  io  May,  1901. 

'  See  Dr.  Hastings*  Did.  of  Iht  Bibli,  and  Encytlopadia  BMica,  edited  by 
Rev.  Prof.  T.  K.  Cbeyne  and  Dr.  SuOkerUnd  Black. 
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Judgment,  two  bills  in  favour  of  the  abolition  or  re- 
laxation of  tests  were  brought  forward  by  Mr.  Dodson 
and  Mr.  Bouverie.  The  Government  appointed  a 
Royal  Commission  of  Enquiry;  and  in  1865  Lord 
Granville  carried  a  Bill  through  the  House  of  Lords 
which  was  sent  down  to  the  Commons  and  adopted. 
The  old  formula  requiring  '  unfeigned  assent  and 
consent '  to  all  and  everything  within  the  covers  of 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  was  withdrawn,  and 
the  new  phrase  substituted  for  it  was  understood  to 
be  less  stringent,  '  1  assent  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles 
of  Religion  and  to  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
and  to  the  Form  for  the  Ordering  of  Bishops, 
Priests,  and  Deacons  ;  I  believe  the  doctrine  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  as  therein 
set  forth,  to  be  agreeable  to  the  Word  of  God  ;  and 
in  public  prayer  and  administration  of  the  Sacra- 
ments 1  will  use  the  book  prescribed,  and  none 
other,  except  so  far  as  shall  be  ordered  by  lawful 
authority.' 

The  movement  was  immediately  applied  to  the 
Universities,  and  an  active  agitation  was  begun  for 
the  abolition  of  University  tests,  which  culminated 
in  the  Act  carried  in  1871,  during  the  first  adminis- 
tration of  Mr.  Gladstone,  This  measure  exempted 
degrees  in  Divinity  from  its  operation.  A  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Lords  was  engaged  in  hearing 
e^ndence  upon  the  question,  and  just  as  the  second 
reading  came  on  in  the  Upper  House,  Jowett,  now 
Master  of  Balliol,  gave  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee.    He  proposed  to  abolish  the  tests  even  for 


42  THE   STRUGGLE    FOR  lxct.  l 

Divinity  professors.  His  ideal  was  that  Divinity 
should  be  altogether  free,  and  that  facts  and 
opinions  in  theology  should  be  examined  like  other 
facts  and  opinions  : ' 

'  I  should  like  to  put  before  the  Committee  this  consideration. 
Supposing  you  had  one  class  of  professors  bound  by  tests;  for 
instance,  supposing  the  Church  of  England  Divinity  professors 
were  bound  by  tests,  and  o.her  Divinity  professors  were  not  bound 
by  lesiB,  which  do  you  suppose  v.-ould  have  the  greater  authority 
and  weight — the  persons  who  were  free  to  speak  what  they  thought, 
or  the  persons  who  were  obliged  to  speak  within  a  ceriain  limit  ? 
Of  the  latter  a  greai  suspicion  would  arise  that  they  said  not  what 
they  thought,  but  what  they  were  compelled  by  the  test  to  say.' 

The  rapid  advances  of  critical,  historical,  scien- 
tific, and  philosophical  enquiry  have  carried  theo- 
logical studies  into  regions  which  the  English  mind 
thirty  years  ago  had  hardly  begun  to  explore.  Great 
changes  have  silently  taken  place.  Churches  which 
were  once  seriously  opposed  have  drawn  together, 
and  doctrines  over  which  former  generations  hotly 
disputed  have  been  quietly  dismissed.  The  principles 
of  the  untrammelled  investigation  of  the  Scriptures 
have  been  amply  vindicated  by  a  series  of  dis- 
tinguished scholars,  who  have  raised  the  standard 
of  theological  education  in  all  branches  of  the 
Christian  Church,  and  have  thrown  off  the  deaden- 
ing influences  of  ecclesiastical  tradition.  But  it  is 
not  only  the  professors  of  Divinity  for  whom  liberty 
is  an  essential  condition.  Behind  the  ideal  of  free 
teaching  in  theology  lies  another  more  important 
still, — that  of   a   Free    Cuurch,    where   pastor   and 

'  Ltlttrt  of  Btnjatmn  Jomtt,  p.  34. 
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people  shall  be  alike  pledged  only  to  a  common 
pursuit  of  truths  and  a  common  recognition  of 
veracity  as  the  first  requisite  of  worship.  To  such 
a  goal  the  path  is  long  and  difficult.  A  thousand 
obstacles  of  association  and  affection,  of  anxiety 
and  apprehension,  threaten  it.  Which  of  the  great 
historic  Churches  in  this  country  will  make  the  first 
step  ?  Of  one  thing  they  may  be  assured  by  those 
who  have  trodden  it  through  toil  and  obscurity  for 
more  than  two  hundred  years.  Though  they  should 
suffer  loss,  obloquy,  and  exclusion,  they  will  never 
wish  to  turn  back. 


LECTURE   II. 


THE   REVISED  VERSION 


The  movement  in  favour  of  freedom  of  Biblical 
study  within  the  Church  of  England  secured  its 
immediate  end  by  the  decisions  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  But  its  con- 
sequences were  not  limited  to  the  withdrawal  of 
all  barriers  from  the  historical  investigation  of  the 
Scriptures.  Its  indirect  issues  were  also  highly 
significant.  It  produced  an  urgent  call  for  the 
relaxation  of  the  terms  of  Subscription  imposed 
on  all  candidates  for  orders  in  the  Anglican  Church, 
and  it  gave  a  powerful  impetus  to  the  growing 
demand  for  a  revision  of  the  Authorised  Version  of 
the  Bible.  Before  proceeding  to  sketch  the  effects 
of  modern  investigation  on  our  conception  of  the 
chief  constituents  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments, 
it  seems  desirable  to  describe  the  general  conditions 
which  created  this  demand,  and  the  answer  which  it 
received.  What  after  all  was  the  Bible  ?  Where 
was  it  to  be  found,  and  why  was  the  representation  of 
it  by  King  James's  translators  no  longer  adequate  ? 


THE    REVISED    VERSION 


45 


An  attempt  to  answer  these  questions  carries  us  at 
once  into  the  heart  of  intricate  and  laborious  studies. 
But  they  cannot  be  neglected  by  anyone  who  desires 
:o  realise  the  full  significance  of  the  changed  aspect 
of  the  books  of  his  religion. 

I. 
In  an  appendix  to  his  edition  of  the  Epistles  of 
Si.  Paul  to  the  Corinthians  (1855)^  Stanley  had 
enumerated  various  defects  in  the  received  trans- 
lation from  the  original  Greek.  There  were  ob- 
scurities arising  from  want  of  care  in  punctuation  ; 
Xkeglect  of  the  original  order  frequently  led  to  a  false 
'mphasis;  and  positive  inaccuracy  sometimes  per- 
verted the  apostle's  real  meaning.  Such  errors 
might  occasionally  be  ascribed  to  theological  fear 
or  partiality ;  sometimes  they  were  caused  by  re- 
taining the  Greek  or  Latin  words  of  previous  trans- 
lations (such  as  '  heresies  '  for  '  sects,'  '  charity  '  for 
love,'  and  even  '  church  '  for  '  congregation  ')  ;  in 
great  part  they  resulted  from  an  imperfect  attention 
to  the  apostle's  language, — to  the  meaning  of  tenses, 
to  the  insertion  or  omission  of  the  definite  article — 
from  carelessness  in  rendering  the  same  Greek 
by  different  English  words  (very  often  in  the 
context).  Both  he  and  his  colleague  in  the 
enteq>rise,  jowett,  found  it  necessary,  therefore, 
again  and  again  to  correct  the  Authorised  Version. 
It  was  of  course  obvious  that  more  than  two 
ituries   of   toil  oil    the  classical  writers  had  ren- 

'  VoL  iL,  ippendix  B.    S«e  Len.  I.,  onW,  p.  ab. 


dered  the  knowledge  of  Greek  far  more  exact  than 
was  possible  in  the  days  of  King  James.  The 
study  of  language  had  assumed  a  new  phase  early 
in  the  century  as  the  classification  of  its  great 
families  had  been  made  possible  by  the  accumula- 
tion of  new  material,  and  in  particular  by  the  dis- 
covery of  Sanskrit,  so  that  philology  had  entered 
on  its  scientific  stage.  When  George  Benedict 
Winer,  therefore,  proposed  in  1822  'so  far  as  the 
case  admitted,  to  apply  the  results  of  the  rational 
philology,  as  obtained  and  diffused  by  Hermann  and 
his  school,  to  the  Greek  of  the  New  Testament,' '  he 
really  inaugurated  a  new  era  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  New  Testament  records.  Grammatical  in- 
accuracy was  no  longer  tolerable,  Winer's  treatise 
supplied  the  linguistic  basis  for  the  best  German 
and  English  work,  and  became,  as  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  has  recently  remarked,  '  the  true,  though 
remote  fountain-head  of  revision,  and,  more  particu- 
larly, of  the  revision  of  the  New  Testament.'*  A 
similar  influence  on  Old  Testament  study,  of  an  even 
more  far-reaching  kind,  was  exercised  by  the  great 
Semitic  philologist  of  Halle,  Gesenius,  whose  Hebrew 
Dictionary  (1812)  and  Grammar  (1813)  opened  anew 
phase  in  the  treatment  of  the  literature  of  Israel,  while 
his  Commentary  on  the  book  of  Isaiah  (1821-39) 
showed  how  the  criticism  of  language  might  be  sup- 
plemented by  the  criticism  of  history, 

■  Preface  to  ihe  Hiith  Germiu  editioo  or  Ihe  Grammar  oj  Ntui  Ttslamtnl 
Grni,  1855. 

^  AddrtuaoH  Ikt  Rrtiittd  VtrsioH  of  Holy  Smptitn,  I901,  p.  S. 
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But  behind  the  necessities  of  grammar  and  lexi- 
cography, the  distinction  between  prose  and  poetry, 
the  sensibility  to  differences  of  style,  the  perception 
of  the  fitness  of  words  no  longer  in  common  use  or 
limited  to  some  special  theological  meaning, — all  of 
which  are  serious  elements  in  the  translator's  prob- 
lem,— there  lay  in  the  background  a  much  larger 
and  more  difficult  question.  What  was  he  to  trans- 
late ?  The  original  autographs  of  the  Biblical  au- 
thors had  long  ceased  to  exist.  The  Authorised 
Version  of  the  New  Testament  was  made  from  a 
printed  text '  the  pedigree  of  which  could  be  traced 
back 'to  the  first  edition  of  Erasmus  in  1516,  and 
substantially  identical  with  that  afterwards  described 
in  the  Latin  preface  to  the  Leyden  edition  of  1633  as 
the  textus  ab  omnibus  receptus,  the  'text  received  by 
all.'  or  'the  received  text.'  The  printed  editions  were 
of  course  founded  on  the  hand-written  copies  (manu- 
scripts) which  had  been  in  use  before  the  invention 
of  printing  in  1454.  What  was  the  value  of  these 
copies,  and  of  the  texts  founded  upon  them  ? '  Once 
more,  the  experience  gained  in  the  treatment  of 
classical    literature    provides   the   answer  on    behalf 


is  here  used  io  cbe  technical 


Tbe  wan]  'text' 
Ibe  ■evctal  books. 

Tbrougb  Bcb's  foanh  edition  ( 

ossa 

It  miut  always  be  remembered 

ser.      ll  wms  ueculrd  in  great  haste  at  Basle  in  1516  in  order  to  antici- 

Ibe  publication  of  the  Kreat  Complulensian  edition  of  Cardinal  Ximenea. 
He  bd  few  MSS.  at  hand,  and  they  were  of  very  late  dale.     In  his  first  edi- 

hcir  defective  state  compelled  him  actually  to  retranslate  a  few  verses  in 
llM  book  of  Rerdatioa  frgm  the  curreat  iDedicval  Latin  back  into  Greek  I 


the  Greek  form  of 
and  the  Edilio  Regia  of  Stephens 
the  work  of  Erasmus  was  that  of  a 
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of  the  Scriptures.  When  Jowett  Issued  his  edition 
of  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  to  the  Thessalonians, 
etc.  (1855),  the  first  words  of  his  Introduction  ran 
thus : — 

'No  one  who  is  acquainted  with  Sophocles  or  Thucj-dides  in 
the  volumes  of  Dindorf  or  Beltker,  would  be  willing  to  reprint  the 
text  of  those  authors  as  it  is  to  be  found  in  editions  of  two  cen- 
turies ago.  No  apology  is  therefore  needed  for  laying  aside  the 
"Textus  Receptus  "  of  the  New  Testament.' 

Jowett  and  Stanley  took  a  short  way  out  of  the 
difficulty.  They  did  not,  as  Tregelles  and  Alford 
were  then  slowly  and  laboriously  doing,  endeavour 
to  construct  a  new  text  for  themselves;  they  adopted 
that  of  the  great  German  scholar  Lachmann ;  ^  and 
introduced  into  their  translations  a  further  set  of 
changes  designed  to  bring  the  Authorised  Version 
into  harmony  with  Lachmann's  Greek.* 

In  what  respect,  then,  was  Lachmann's  text 
better  than  that  of  Erasmus,  or  that  which  bore  the 
proud  title  of  the  '  Received  '  ?  The  answer  will  be- 
come apparent  hereafter.  In  order  to  detach  the 
question  from  all  misleading  associations,  let  us  con- 
sider an  analogous  case  in  another  field. 

The  last  century  brought  to  the  West  the  know- 
ledge of  the  great  religions  of  the  East.  It  was  dis- 
covered that  they,  too,  had  their  collections  of  sacred 
books,  and  the  interest  of  scholars,  once  roused, 
sought    to    make    them    available    for    European 

'  See  below,  p.  65. 

'  EUicotl  based  bia  Galatians  (1854)  on  Tischendorf'B  text,  see  his  intereal- 
ing  note  on  p.  15.  He  only  permilted  himaelf  10  depart  from  Ihe  A.V,  'where 
it  appared  to  be  incomci,  intxaci,  ininffidtHt,  or  obiain '  {p.  ao). 
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Students.  The  ancient  Scriptures  of  Buddhism,  for 
example,  containing  the  earliest  record  of  the  teach- 
ings of  Gotama  the  Buddha  500  years  before  Christ, 
are  estimated  to  contain  twice  as  many  words  as  our 
Bible.'  Nearly  the  whole  of  this  vast  mass  of  writ- 
ings has  been  published  in  this  country  during  the 
last  five-and-twenty  years.  On  what  materials  are 
these  various  texts  founded  ?  The  student  discovers 
that  the  books  exist  in  the  same  language  among  the 
Buddhist  peoples  of  Ceylon,  Burma,  and  Siam,  and 
he  procures  the  best  copies  available  from  those 
distant  lands.  They  are  written  upon  palm  leaves 
specially  prepared,  without  divisions  of  words,  in  the 
hand-writing  of  the  country  where  they  are  pro- 
duced.' When  they  are  compared  together,  it  is 
soon  found  that  there  are  numerous  differences 
among  them.  Peculiarities  of  spelling  distinguish 
those  from  the  contiguous  regions  of  Burma  and 
Siam  against  those  from  Ceylon.  But  more  serious 
variations  occur.  Letters  are  accidentally  dropped 
out  ;  similar  letters  are  confused ; '  words  or  even 
clauses  are  omitted  as  the  copyist's  eye  passes  to 
some  similar  phrase  on  a  line  below,  and  he  continues 
his  work  in  ignorance  of  what  he  has  overlooked. 
Or  perhaps  familiarity  with  partial  repetitions  else- 
where in  the  sacred  books  unconsciously  suggests  to 
him  some  other  close  to  a  sentence,  some  different 

'  So  Prof.  T.  W.  Rhya  Davids,  EnMhisiri,  pp.lB-10  :  he  adds,  'a  trsutsLatioD 
■iUteoi  mlo  Engliab  would  be  about  four  times  as  long.' 

Id  Siam,  ibe  devout  liberality  of  the  kiag  baa  recently  printed  a  Siamese 
ten  of  Ibe  entire  Canon. 

Tbese,  of  course,  vary  in  the  several  5cript%  owing  to  the  diScreocea  of 

£ 


so 
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ending  to  a  religious  formula;  or  it  may  be  that  he 
dehberately  undertakes  to  harmonise  divergences  by 
reducing  them  to  concord.  In  all  these  ways  may 
the  original  text  be  miscopied  and  impaired;  and 
the  error,  once  set  travelUng,  begets  new  mistakes 
through  further  blundering  or  through  unsuccessful 
efforts  at  correction. 

The  comparison  of  several  manuscripts  soon, 
however,  establishes  certain  relations  among  them, 
and  the  student  learns  to  trust  one  more  than  an- 
other. As  the  Scriptures  were  originally  carried  to 
Burma  and  Siam  from  Ceylon,  his  tendency  is  first 
to  rely  on  the  Singhalese  tradition;  but  it  is  plain 
that  a  good  MS.  from  Burma  may  be  of  more  value 
than  a  carelessly  copied  text  from  Ceylon,  derived 
perhaps  from  a  no  less  faulty  antecedent.  Are  there 
any  aids  for  restoration?  The  ancient  commen- 
taries, transmitted  for  many  centuries  along  with  the 
text,  often  embody  continuous  passages  of  it.  They 
have  their  own  liability  to  error,  but  this  is  lessened 
by  the  care  and  attention  bestowed  on  the  transcrip- 
tion of  the  hallowed  words.  There  are,  again,  occa- 
sional quotations  from  the  Canon  embodied  in  post- 
canonical  treatises,  and  when  these  can  be  identified, 
fresh  support  may  be  gained  not  only  for  the  limited 
passage  in  question,  but  indirectly  for  the  context  or 
the  general  character  of  a  whole  manuscript.  Or, 
lastly,  one  or  more  of  the  holy  books  may  have 
been  translated  out  of  the  ancient  sacred  tongue  into 
some  vernacular,  and  the  help  of  a  native  version  may 
be  available,  which,  even  though  relatively  modem, 
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may  supply  important  evidence.  The  Commentaries, 
quotations,  and  versions,  thus  guide  the  student  in 
the  preparation  of  his  text. 

The  process  of  determining  the  text  of  the  New 
Testament  is  not  dissimilar;  but  the  materials  now 
within  reach  are  enormously  more  copious  [  and  the 
principles  on  which  they  are  to  be  employed  have 
been  only  slowly  elaborated  by  many  generations  of 
scholarship.  Let  us  glance  at  some  aspects  of  their 
application  in  both  the  Old  Testament  and  the  New. 

II. 
The  scholars  of  the  seventeenth  century,  stand- 
ing nearer  to  the  version  of  King  James's  translators, 
often  showed  themselves  less  unwilling  to  amend 
it  than  some  of  their  successors  in  the  nineteenth. 
As  early  as  1645  Dr.  Lightfoot,  preaching  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  urged  members  to  '  think  of  a 
re^-iew  and  survey  of  the  translation  of  the  Bible,' 
that  '  the  three  nations  might  come  to  understand 
the  proper  and  genuine  study  of  the  Scriptures,  by 
an  exact,  vigorous,  and  lively  translation.' '  Eight 
years  later,  in  1653,  an  order  was  made  by  the  Long 
Parliament,  and  a  bill  was  brought  in  '  for  a  new 
translation  of  the  Bible  out  of  the  original  tongues,* 
The  plan  was  frustrated  by  the  Dissolution,  but  the 
proposal  was  nol  dropped.  On  the  16th  of  January, 
1657,  the  Grand  Committee  of  Religion  ordered  a 
sub-committee  to  advise  with  Walton,  Cudworth, 
and  others,  respecting  translations  and  impressions 

■  Qnoted  by  £>die,  Tli*  EigUik  BibU,  1876,  voL  ii.,  p.  344. 
B2 
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of  the  Bible.  The  Committee  met  several  times  at 
Lord  Whitelocke's  house,  '  and  had  the  most  learned 
men  of  the  Oriental  tongues  to  consult  with  in  this 
great  business,  and  diverse  excellent  and  learned 
observations  of  some  mistakes  in  the  translations  of 
the  Bible  in  English,  which  yet  was  agreed  to  be  the 
best  of  any  translation  in  the  world.'  ^ 

The  Parliaments  of  the  eighteenth  century 
troubled  themselves  no  more  on  the  matter.  But 
there  was  no  lack  of  interest  both  within  and  without 
the  Established  Church.  Two  powerful  impulses 
had  been  given  to  Biblical  study,  one  affecting 
especially  the  Old  Testament, "and  the  other  the 
New.  The  first  was  the  publication  in  1657  of 
Walton's  great  Polyglot,  which  set  beside  the 
Hebrew  and  Greek  texts  of  the  Old  and  New  Testa- 
ments a  collection  of  ancient  versions  in  Greek, 
Syriac,  Latin,  etc.,  and  displayed,  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment particularly,  many  variations  from  the  received 
Hebrew  text.  The  second  was  due  to  the  issue  in 
1707  of  the  New  Testament  by  Dr.  Mill,  formerly 
Fellow  of  Queen's  College,  Oxford,  who  became 
Principal  of  St.  Edmund  Hall  in  16S5.  He  reprinted 
the  Greek  text  of  the  great  French  printer,  Robert 
Estienne  (or  Stephens),  in  1550 ;  but  he  added  the 
readings  of  nearly  one  hundred  MSS.,  the  total 
number  of  variations  being  reckoned  at  about 
30,000.  The  work  had  cost  him  thirty  years  of 
labour;    his  death,  a  fortnight  after  its  appearance, 

'  Whitelocke's  MnnoriaU,  quoted  by  Sioughion,  Churth  ofiht  Comttam- 
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saved  him  from  being  wounded  by  the  hostility 
which  it  at  first  excited.  The  most  brilliant  of 
English  scholars,  Richard  Bentley,  of  Cambridge, 
was  eager  in  its  defence,  and  himself  laid  down  the 
lines  of  a  new  edition  which  had  to  wait  more  than  a 
hundred  years  before  a  critic  could  arise — in  the 
person  of  Lachmann — with  the  insight  needed  to 
extend  and  complete  the  design  These  two  sets  of 
influences  affected  the  conception  of  the  original 
text.  There  were  others,  which  only  concerned  the 
translation,  derived  from  the  literary  taste  of  the 
age,  which  disliked  the  archaic  flavour  of  Elizabethan 
expressions,  and  demanded  that  what  had  been 
already  done  for  the  classics  should  be  equally 
applied  to  the  Bible.' 

Tbui  Ihe  Rev.  E.  Harwood  (a  PresbyteriiiD  mioister  vergiog  towards 

tariwi  opinions,— he  preached  Ihe  fuaeral  sermon  of  Dr.  John  Taylor,  at 

Cbowbeal.  Lancaahire,  in  1761),  publiehed  in  175S..4  Libtral  TraialalioK  of  Iht 

/trm  Ttitamtnt,  bring  an  AltimpI  lo  translalt  Ihi  Sacrtd  Writings  wilJi  Iht  semt 

Spirtl.  and  EUgaHft  with  which  olhtr  English  Translations  from  the 


Cmt  Ciastia  him  Arm  laxiiy  rxtcultd.     The  book  was  enriched  with  numer- 

MM  dsHiCBl  paraliela,    but   its  style  has  ceased  to  be  commendable  :    thus 

tr  jdr.  Id.  '  All  opulent  gentleman  prepared  a  grand  and  splendid  enter- 

aaeta.'     Harwood  did  better  work  than  this  on  the  leit  (see  below). 

tn  1764  Anthony  Purver,  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  published  A  Nnv  and 

tJ*nJ  TrOHilalim  of  all  thi  Books  of  Iht  Old  and  Ntw  Testaments.     A  few 

xt  ftom  hi»   Introduction  throw  an  interesting  light  on  the  literary 

of  his  time.    '  It  is  well  known  that  those  called  the  living  Languages 

Id  tkex,  eapeciallj  ours,   who  are  such  a  changeable  People.     Hence  it  is 

tint  new  Tranafalions  should  be  made  from  one  Time  or  Cen- 

aecommodated  to  the  present  Use  of  speaking  or    writing.' 

out  that  this  had   been  done  for  the  classics,  he  continued 

■tiauld  Ihe  Scripture  meet   with  less  regard?    Is  it  to  be  thereby 

Ridlcale  and  Contempt  in  our  Libertine  Age?    But  there 

ho  aeeoi  possessed  with  a  notion,  or  bigotry,  that  the  last  Transla- 

S  Jame^i  Keign  must  not  be  altered  ;  though  several  new  ones  had 

hikrt,  when  the  Oldnesa  of  tbe  Languages,  as  they  were  not  long 
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The  theological  interest  of  the  first  half  of  the 
eighteenth  century  was  largely  absorbed  by  the 
Deistical  controversy,  and  it  was  not  till  the  publica< 
tion  of  Lowth's  famous  lectures  on  Hebrew  poetrj 
in  1753  that  any  fruitful  labour  on  the  Old  Testa- 
ment was  initiated.  A  little  group  of  scholars,  how- 
ever,  redeemed  the  age  from  reproach.^  The 
Primate,  Archbishop  Seeker,  bequeathed  to  the 
Lambeth  Library  two  large  Bibles,  one  in  Hebrew 
the  other  in  English,  containing  the  results  of  lon^ 
study  both  of  the  original  text  with  the  help  o 
Walton's  Polyglot,  and  the  Authorised  Version,  o 
which  Bishop  Lowth  wrote  enthusiastically,  '  Thes< 
I  valuable  remains  of  that  great  and  good  man  will  b< 

of  infinite  service  whenever  that  necessary  work,  ; 
new  translation,  or  a  Revision  of  the  present  trans 
lation  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  for  the  use  of  ou 

I  apart,  did  not  call  for  it ;  and  though  the  pedantry  of  that  Reign  is  become 

j  Ridicule,  and  the  Style  intolerable  :  nor  does  such  a  Notion  commonly  appei 

to  be  founded  on  an  Opinion  of  that  Translation  being  well  done,  since  it  hi 

been  the  frequent  Complaint  from  the  Scripture-writers  who  understood  tfa 

■  Original,  of  Passages  rendered  amiss/    Of  the  New  Testament  he  remarke 

'  Our  present  Translation  from  the  Greek  ....  seems  worse  worded  tha 

the  other  Part  from  the  Hebrew  * ;   but  as  his  list  of  words  '  such  as  ai 

clownish,  barbarous,  hard,'  etc.,  begins  '  abstain,  abstinence,  access,  abdicated 

\  etc.,  the  modem  reader  will  hardly  think  his  condemnation  justified.     ] 

j  must,  however,  be  counted  for  righteousness  to  Purver  that  he  translated  th 

New  Testament  from  *  that  printed  by  Wetsten,  at  Amsterdam,  171 1 '  (s 
'  for  1 75 1),  of  which  more  below.    Compare  also  '  The  New  Tesfamtemt  irmmsk 

]  ted  according  to  the  Present  Idiom  of  the  English  Tongue^  by  the  Rev.  Joh 

j  Worsley  (died  1767),  published  in  1770. 

'  Dr.  John  Taylor  (of  Norwich,  afterwards  Principal  of  the  Warringto 
j  Academy),  issued  in   1 75 1   his  proposals  for  publishing  the  Hebrew  Concoi 

I  dance  on  which  he  had  been  engaged  for  more  than  thirteen  yean ;  and  i1 

j  appearance  in  1 754  gave  a  further  impulse  to  Okl  Testament  8tii4y,  as  i 

I  served  the  purpose  of  a  Lexicon  as  welL 
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Church,  shall  be  undertaken.' '  Kennicott,  prompted 
by  Lowth  and  encouraged  by  Seeker,  was  at  work 
on  the  coilation  of  MSS.  of  the  Old  Testament.* 
Blayney  prepared  for  the  Clarendon  Press  a  very 
careful  edition  of  the  Authorised  Version,  with 
improved  punctuation  and  spelling,  and  followed 
Lowth's  Isaiah  with  a  new  translation  of  Jeremiah. 
Durell,  the  Principal  of  Hertford  College,  Oxford, 
issued  in  1 763  a  monograph  of  a  type  afterwards 
more  familiar  in  Germany  than  in  this  country : ' 
while  in  the  preface  to  his  Critical  Remarks  on 
yob,  Psaims,  etc.,  1772,  he  pleaded  for  a  new  trans- 
lation of  the  Bible.  Two  notable  essays  in  the  last 
quarter  of  the  century  summed  up  the  state  of  British 
learning  on  the  Old  Testament,  the  Preliminary 
Dissertation  prefixed  by  Bishop  Lowth  to  his  New 
Translation  of  Isaiah,  1778,*  and  the  Prospectus  of 
a  Nns  Translation  of  the  Holy  Bible,  from  corrected 
texts  of  the  Originals,  compared  with  the  ancient 
Versions,  issued  by  the  learned  Scotch  Roman 
Catholic  Priest,  Dr.  Geddes,  at  Glasgow,  in  1786. 

^  Prrlimiiuiry  L'lssertalion,  prefixed  to  his  Isaiah,  I  Ith  ed.,  1S35,  p.  ilviii. 

■Sec  tiis  Ttn  Annual  Accounls,  Etc. ;  the  total  sunt  raised  id  aid  of  his  en- 
lerprise  amounted  l>  _^9l  17  79.  6d.  He  cannot  repress  a  burst  of  admiratioD 
<Pl  171);  -Reader  I  what  a  sum  is  here  1  Let  Foreign  Nations  read,  with 
Mtcaiihtneat,  this  Mery  o(  Britons  and  iMr  KiKO,' 

>  Tkt  Hibrrai  Ttits  of  Iht  Paralltl  Prophtciti  0/ Jacob  and  Moses  rila/jng 
lo  tiu  Tivfive  Tnits  with  a  TraHslaHon  and  Notts,  and  tht  Various  Stctiovs 
t/ntar  Forty  MSS..  o  which  are  added  the  Samaritan-Arabic  Version  of 
tbcMc  Passages,  and  pirt  of  another  Arabic  Version  made  from  the  Samaritan 
Tal,elc 

•Tliefirat  of  aBcrieiof  renderingsofthcpropbeliealbooks,  lo  which  Bishop 
Newconbe  (better  Itnovu  by  his  labours  on  the  New  Testament),  contributed 
■  ««Bwa  of  the  Uinor  'rophets. 
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Both  of  these  distinguished  scholars  dwelt  on 
the  obvious  corruption  of  the  Hebrew  text  in  many 
places.  The  Bishop  pointed  to  errors  arising  from 
the  confusion  of  similar  letters,  their  accidental 
transposition  or  omission,  causes  of  error  which 
affected  not  letters  only,  but  even  words  and  clauses. 
Geddes  looked  for  the  means  of  correction  to  the 
various  readings  of  Hebrew  Manuscripts,  to  the 
occasional  occurrence  of  parallel  passages  within 
the  Old  Testament  itself,'  to  quotations  nude  by 
Jewish  or  Christian  writers ;  and  both  schoUrs  laid 
great  stress  on  the  aid  to  be  derived  from  the  ver- 
sions, while  they  further  defended  occas.onal  re- 
course to  conjectural  emendation.  These  were  the 
methods  which  had  been  applied  to  the  classical 
texts,  why  should  they  be  withheld  from  tie  Bible  ?* 


insUn«,   It.  i*^  and  Mic.  4":  Ps.  18  lad  2  Sam.  a 


'Such 
a  Koigi  i8'*-«i«nd  Is.  36-39. 

'  This  plea  is  urged  with  gieal  force  by  both  writers  ■  thui  Ij>wlh  says 
(p.  xliji.)  '  Tbe  copies  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  being  then  suljecl,  like  all  olher 
andcDt  wrilings,  to  mistakes  ahsiug  from  the  unskilfulneti  or  inattenlion  of 
transcribers,  a  plain  matter  of  fact  which  cannot  be  deniei,  and  needs  not  be 
palliated  ;  it  is  to  be  considered  what  reoiedy  can  be  appted  io  this  case  . .  7 
Now  the  case  being  the  same,  the  method  which  has  btfn  used  with  good 
effect  in  corTecting  the  ancient  Greek  and  Latin  authors  oughl  in  all  reason 
to  be  applied  to  tbe  Hebrew  writings.  At  the  revivalsf  letters,  critics  and 
editors,  finding  the  Greek  and  Latin  authors  full  of  mitakes,  set  about  Cor- 
recting Ihem,  by  procuring  different  copies,  and  the  beslthat  they  could  meet 
with ;  these  they  compared  together,  and  the  mistakes  lot  being  the  same  in 
all,  one  copy  corrected  another  ^  and  thus  they  easily  ga  rid  of  such  errors  as 
bad  not  jet  obtained  possession  in  all  the  copies,  aid  generally  the  more 
copes  they  had  to  compare,  the  mere  errors  were  orrected,  and  the  more 
perfect  the  text  was  rendered.' 

Similarly  Geddes  opens  Ere  at  once  (p.  1),  '  It  i-  an  assertion  no  less 
strange  than  true,  thai  the  Icit  of  scarrtly  any  pnfane  author  of  note  has 
been  ao  inccarenly  published  as  that  of  (he  Hebrew  Scriptures.    To  restore 
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There  was,  indeed,  one  grave  difficulty ;  '  the  oldest 
of  the  Hebrew  MSS.  now  known,'  said  Lowth,  'does 
not  come  within  many  centuries  of  the  times  of  the 
several  authors,  not  nearer  than  about  fourteen  cen- 
turies to  the  age  of  Ezra,  one  of  the  latest  of  them, 
who  is  supposed  to  have  revised  the  books  of  the 
Old  Testament  then  extant,  and  to  have  reduced 
them  to  a  perfect  and  correct  standard.' 

Modem  scholarship  does  not  justify  this  view  of 
Ezra's  critical  activity ;  but  it  confirms  the  Bishop's 
lament  concerning  the  late  date  of  the  only  available 
manuscripts.     The  laborious  collations  of  Kennicott* 

DonoallieDes,  Tully,  Virgil.  Horace,  as  nearly  as  possible  (o  their  first  tnteg- 
rily,  no  huRian  pains  have  been  spareil ;  libraries  have  been  ransacked,  MSS. 
toUalcd.  parallel  places  compared,  hislary,  geography,  criticism  alternately 
otllEd  IB  to  asiistaDce  ....  Why  were  not  the  same  pains  taken,  aod  the 
ssme  ireaos  emploj-ed,  to  give  n  conecl  edition  of  ibe  Bible  7 '  Geddes  ron- 
dodea  (p.  147)  with  a  charming  vision  of  inter-ecclesiastical  fellowship  in 
Bibli^  CDtcrprise  ^vhich  was  to  be  realised  a  century  later  in  this  country 
by  the  RevixTS  (though  Ur.  Newman  declined  any  share  in  the  undertaking) : 
'  ll  is  from  ibe  united  studies  of  the  learned  of  all  comnninions,  thai  vre  can 
era-  hope  to  bring  the  Scriptures  to  Ibat  degree  of  purity  and  perfection  of 
which  Ihey  are  yet  susceptible ;  and  it  is  with  infinite  pleasure  we  perceive 
tkat  the  learned  Ihemsclves  begin  to  be  of  this  sentiment.  The  labours  of  a 
Houbigant.  a  Villboison,  a  Georgi,  and  a  Rossi  are  as  much  priced  at  London, 
Leipsick  and  Gcctlengen,  as  those  of  a  Lowih,  a  Kennicott.  and  a  Michaelis 
■re  •!  Paris,  Parma,  and  Rome  :  and  if  the  present  taste  lor  Oriental  learning 
cootiniK  CO  be  diffused,  we  may  soon  look  for,  at  least,  as  perfect  and  impar- 
tial editions  and  translations  of  the  Hebrew  classics,  as  we  already  have  of 
die  Greek  aad  Latin.'  This  could  not,  alas,  have  been  written  in  the  first 
hall  of  the  nineteenth  century  I  A  useful  indicator  of  the  Biblical  worh  of 
Una  period  will  be  found  in  Dr.  Henry  Cotton's  List  0/ Editions  o/lht  Bibti 
aarf  Pmrts  themf  in  Enghsk  front  1505  la  1S30,  O.i/ord,  1821.  The  list  to 
Biallop  Ncwcome's  Hislorjcal  Vimi  0/ Iht  English  Bibliial  Translatiom  ;  Iht 
^jftiiitnty  o/rrvisiHg  by  authority  tki  pristnt  TrUHSlation,  and  Iht  mians  of 
tch  a  FniisioH  (Dublin,  1793),  is  very  imperfect. 

published  in  two  vols.,  1776-80.     He  had 
a  compriaed  the  Old  Testament  complete 
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and  De  Rossi '  proved  that  even  the  most  ancient 
copies  preserved  in  continental  synagogues  or  libra- 
ries were  all  derived  from  a  common  type ;  and  our 
Revisers  have  since  told  us  that  '  the  earliest  MS. 
of  which  the  age  is  certainly  known  bears  date  A.D. 
916,'  five  hundred  years  after  the  oldest  copies  of 
the  New  Testament. 

The  history  of  the  Hebrew  text  is,  in  fact, 
shrouded  in  mystery.  The  lack  of  more  ancient 
rolls  is  in  part  explained  by  the  synagogue  rule 
that  when  a  manuscript  became  old,  it  should  be 
religiously  destroyed.  No  decayed  or  mutilated 
copies  were  allowed  to  survive,  lest  the  sacred  Word 
should  be  in  any  way  impaired.  When  the  text  first 
emerges  in  the  oldest  MSS,  now  extant,  it  bears 
upon  its  face  the  signs  of  many  generations  of  scribal 
labour.  It  embodies  the  tradition  of  the  Synagogue, 
known  as  the  Massorah,  and  is  consequently  often 
described  as  the  Massoretic  text.*  It  has  been  al- 
ready guarded  for  hundreds  of  years  with  the  utmost 
care,  and  may  be  traced  back  to  the  first  half  of  the 
second  century  of  our  era.  Judaism  was  then  begin- 
ning to  recover  from  the  tremendous  shock  caused 
by  the  capture  of  Jerusalem  and  the  destruction  of 
the  Temple  in  the  year  70  A.D.  Its  sanctuary  had 
perished,  but  its  Scriptures  remained,  and  round 
these    the    national    life    clung    with     extraordinary 

'  In  four  vols.,  P»rma,  1784-7.  These  collections  were  u»rd  by  Boothroyd 
ID  bis  unpointed  Bible  (1810-16} ;  by  Hamilton,  Coiitx  Crtticus,  l8il ;  and  by 
Dr.  Samuel  Davidson,  Htbrtw  Tiif  uj  Ihi  O.T..  rtvitidfrom  critical sottrca, 
1855.     Tbe  edition  of  the  Massocah  by  Dr.  Ginsburg  still  awaits  completiOD. 

*  See  Che  Prebce  to  tbc  Revised  Version. 
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vigour.  Josephus  might  boast  of  the  faithfulness 
with  which  his  people  had  preserved  their  sacred 
books  unchanged ;  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  there  is 
clear  evidence  that  in  the  centuries  preceding  the 
fall  of  the  Jewish  State  the  text  was  in  circulation  in 
different  forms.  The  Samaritan  Pentateuch,  the 
Greek  Version  known  as  the  Septuagint  (begun 
about  250  B.C.),  the  text  employed  by  the  author  of 
the  book  of  Jubilees  shortly  before  the  great  catas- 
trophe, vary  so  widely  from  each  other  and  from  the 
present  received  text  in  certain  particulars,  as  to 
show  that  there  was  no  real  fixity.  There  were, 
indeed,  paid  readers  among  the  Temple  officials, 
whose  business  it  was  to  correct  errors  in  the  Bib- 
lical scrolls;  a  standard  text,  it  is  believed,  was 
deposited  in  the  forecourt,  with  which  all  fresh  copies 
were  compared.'  But  of  the  character  of  this  ap- 
proved text  we  know  nothing ;  nor  have  we  any  in- 
formation of  its  fate  in  the  general  wreck.  It  is 
conjectured  that  differences  continued  until  the 
movement  for  consolidating  the  authority  of  the 
Rabbis  in  the  second  century.  Reverence  for  the 
letter  of  the  Scriptures  had  now  invested  the  text 
with  a  sacred  character;  the  copyist  was  exhorted 
to  regard  his  work  as  divine,  and  warned  that  by 
the  omission  or  addition  of  a  letter  he  might  destroy 
the  world.  The  central  figure  in  the  new  process 
was  the  famous  Rabbi  Akiba  (about  50-132  a.d.). 
Largely  under  his  influence,  it  is  believed,  a  single 
text  was  adopted,    though   on  what   principles   the 

'  fransh  Qfarltrly  RtvUw,  i.  131. 


choice  was  made  is  unknown  ;  the  other  recensions 
in  due  time  disappeared  ;  and  for  the  preservation  of 
their  treasure  the  Massoretes  (or  guardians  of  the 
sacred  tradition)  encompassed  it  with  such  care  that 
all  known  manuscripts  of  the  Old  Testament  now 
represent  but  one  single  type. 


Ill 
The  eighteenth -century  criticism  of  the  New 
Testament  was  opened,  as  has  been  already  re- 
marked, by  Mill's  great  edition  in  1 707.  Little  had 
been  known  in  this  country  concerning  the  different 
readings  of  the  MSS.,  though  they  had  not  been 
unnoticed  by  Walton  in  the  Greek  Testament  of  his 
Polyglot  in  1657,'  or  by  Bishop  Fell  in  1675.  But 
the  30,000  variants  of  Mill  excited  great  alarm,  and 
though  his  discussion  of  them  contained  many  sa- 
gacious reflections,  he  laid  down  no  principles  by 
which  their  value  could  be  estimated,  or  the  vast 
mass  adequately  classified.  The  '  Proposals  '  of 
Bentley  in  1720  were  founded  on  two  sets  of  ma- 
terial. There  was  in  the  first  place  the  precious 
Alexandrine  MS.  of  the  fifth  century,  which  had  been 
presented  to  Charles  I.  by  the  Patriarch  of  Con- 
stantinople in   1628.     This  contained  originally  the 

'  Their  disquieliag  effect  may  be  sceD  in  the  oppOBilion  of  Dr.  John  Owen, 
whose  retirement  from  the  Vice-Chancellorship  of  the  University  of  OiTord  in 
165S  was  rollowed  by  the  puhlication  (1659)  of  his  treatiae  Of  Iki  Divint 
Onginal.  Aulhen'ty,  Self-tvidtndtig  Light  and  Potvrr  of  Iht  Serif  lurra.  An 
appendix  conlaineil  '  Considerations  on  (he  Prolo^mena  and  Appendix  to  the 
late  Biblia  Polyglotta.'  Walton  replied  immediately  in  Tkt  CoHauUralor 
Considered. 
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whole  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments  in  the  Greek 
capital  letters  known  as  'uncials."  Bentley  conceived 
this  to  be  '  the  oldest  and  best  in  the  world.'  It  had 
of  course  been  copied  from  a  text  still  more  ancient, 
and  with  the  help  of  this  and  other  MSS.,  Bentley 
believed  that  he  could  get  back  to  the  text  current 
in  the  fourth  century,  say  at  the  time  of  the  Council 
of  Nicea,  in  325  a.d.  But  the  Greek  MSS.  were  not 
his  only  source-  The  famous  Latin  father,  Jerome, 
had  rendered  the  New  Testament  into  Latin  towards 
the  close  of  the  fourth  century,  with  a  faithfulness 
which  sought  even  to  represent  the  very  order  of  the 
Greek  words.  Bentley  proposed  to  recover  this  ver- 
sion, and  use  it  to  confirm  his  Greek  authorities. 
Where  they  agreed,  the  resulting  text  might  confi- 
dently be  regarded  as  that  current  in  the  Church  of 
the  fourth  century.  His  method  thus  involved  'the 
appeal  from  recent  documents  to  antiquity^  and 
'  the  appeal  to  Greek  and  Latin  consent.'  * 

The  project  was  never  executed,  and  the  leader- 
ship in  New  Testament  studies  passed  for  more  than 
a  century  into  Germany,  Johann  Albrecht  Bengel 
(head  of  a  seminary  at  Denkendorf,  in  Wiirtemberg) 
in  1734  roughly  divided  the  documents  into  two 
great  families  which  he  designated  respectively  as 
Asiatic  and  African.  Fresh  materials  were  accumu- 
lated by  J,  J.  Wetstein  of  Basel  (who  had  worked 
for  Bentley)  in  his  edition  published  at  Amsterdam 

■  Tbe  Old  TesumcDt  now  lucks  leo  leaves.    The  gaps  in  tbe  New  TesU- 
Bunt  Ve  more  setioum  :  the  greater  pari  of  Matthew,  up  to  35',  John  fi^-H", 

■  J^b,  BaUiQ,  ID  '  Eoglub  Men  of  Letten,'  tSSa,  p.  166. 
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in  1751-2.  His  work  speedily  became  known  in 
England,'  and  was  used  both  by  Harwood  and 
Purver.  Harwood,  indeed,  himself  prepared  a  Greek 
text,  The  New  Testament  collated  with  the  most  ap- 
proved MSS.  (1776),  based  on  the  Codex  Bezae 
at  Cambridge  (D  in  the  current  notation),  and  the 
Clermont  codex  of  the  Pauhne  epistles,  once  (like 
D)  in  the  possession  of  Beza,  but  since  1656  pre- 
ser\'ed  in  the  great  library  (now  the  National 
Library)  in  Paris.  The  Alexandrine  MS.  he  de- 
clared to  be  inferior  both  in  age  and  accuracy. 
Like  his  translations,  this  edition  was  enriched  with 
classical  illustrations ;  it  had,  however,  little  influ- 
ence at  the  time,  and  fell  into  neglect,  though 
many  of  his  readings  have  been  justified  by  modem 
scholarship.* 

The  labours  of  Griesbach  of  Halle  (1745-181 2), 
whose  edition  of  the  Gospels  appeared  in  i  774,  supply 
the  next  important  link  in  the  chain.    He  carried  fur- 

'  Bowycr  published  a  Greek  Text  in  London,  1763,  in  which  Ihe  reidiaga 
regarded  by  Wetslein  is  original  were  incorporated  in  the  text. 

'In  Ihe  Prolegomena  to  Tischcndorrs  eighlh  edition,  vol.  iii.  (1894). 
p.  248,  Gregory  ('ommends  it  as  satis  HOtaMis,  Rnd  slates  tbat  it  anticipates 
LachtnaUD  in  643  passages  out  of  1000.  Reuss  cites  Z03  passages,  in  most 
of  which  his  readings  have  won  modem  approval,  not  including  olheis  which 
Griesbach  offered  almost  at  Ihe  same  lime. — Wetslein  was  also  used 
by  Gilbert  WakeGeld  (tutor  at  the  Warrington  Academy,  1779-83)  in  his 
Translation  of  the  New  Test.,  1791.  Wakefield  only  occasionally  refers  to 
'  Ihe  MSS.'  or  '  liome  MSS,'  without  specifying  the  particular  codices.  But  he 
makes  large  use  of  Ihe  Oriental  versions,  Syriac,  Coptic,  etc.  The  wajrward- 
ness  of  his  method,  however,  impaired  the  value  of  his  work.  Thus  in  omit- 
ting the  interpolated  passage  in  I  JoMh  y.  he  says  '  I  follow  precisely  the 
Syriac,  Coptic,  £thiopic  and  Arabic  translations.'  Why  should  he  igaore 
the  fact  that  the  wonli  in  question  are  found  in  no  Greek  HS.  before  the 
(burtecDth  century  7 
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ther  the  suggestive  hint  of  Bengel,  and  by  arranging 
the  various  readings  in  groups,  Alexandrian,  West- 
em,  and  Byzantine,  he  became  the  forerunner  of  the 
modem  theory  of  Dr.  Hort.  The  importance  of  his 
work  was  recognised  by  an  Irish  prelate,  Dr.  New- 
come,  who,  after  holding  various  sees,  finally 
became  Archbishop  of  Armagh  in  1 795.  Three 
years  before,  in  1792,  he  had  pleaded  the  desira- 
bility of  a  revision  of  the  Authorised  Version ;  he 
completed  his  own  rendering  of  the  New  Testament 
in  1796,  adding  various  readings  from  Griesbach's 
first  edition ;  and  the  whole  work  was  published 
(though  not  till  after  his  death)  in  1800.  A  note  of 
alarm  had  been  already  sounded.  In  a  letter  to  the 
Bishop  of  Ely  in  1  796,  Mr.  George  Burgess  urged 
that  the  time  was  unsuitable  for  such  proposals  ;  to 
suggest  that  the  Authorised  Version  was  inaccurate 
was  almost  as  bad  as  holding  French  principles ; 
and  in  the  curious  solidarity  of  human  affairs  terror 
at  the  Revolution  was  employed  to  stop  the  move- 
ment for  Biblical  revision.' 

Other  causes  contributed  to  retard  it.  The  in- 
vestigations of  Dr.  Marsh  into  the  composition  of 
the  Gospels  were  denounced  as  dangerous.  The 
Evangelical  control  of  the  field  of  religious  activities 
was  unfavourable  to  Biblical  research.  When  the 
Improved  Version  of  the  New  Testament  (based 
upon     Newcome's)     was    issued    in      1808,    by   a 

>  In  Scotland.  Df.  Campbell,  Profeisor  in  Ibe  Marischal  College  of 
Abenkeo,  iisued  a  TraiuUtian  '/ iht  GoiptU  in  i^il9■,  and  Di.  Macknight 
U  Edinburgh  followed  in  1795  with  A   Nm  Littral  Tranaiatim  <f  ail  Iht 
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'  Society  for  promoting  |Christian  Knowledge  and 
the  Practice  of  Virtue  by  the  Distribution  of  Books/ 
it  excited  a  storm  of  anger  and  disgust.  Departures 
from  the  episcopal  renderings  were  duly  registered 
in  foot-notes ;  but  some  accidental  omissions,  first 
pointed  out  by  a  Unitarian  reviewer,  brought  down 
on  the  Editors  charges  which  amounted  to  practical 
dishonesty.  The  renderings  and  notes  to  the  pro- 
logue of  the  Gospel  according  to  St.  John  and  other 
passages  indicated  at  once  that  the  editors  were 
Unitarians ;  ^  and  controversialists  endeavoured  to 
fix  a  kind  of  responsibility  for  the  version  on  the 
entire  denomination,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  within 
a  year  of  its  publication  it  was  criticised  with  great 
learning  and  (in  some  cases)  not  a  little  severity  by 
a  voung  Unitarian  divine  who  afterwards  became 
eminent,  Dr.  Lant  Carpenter.*  In  later  editions 
many  defects  were  corrected  ;  the  text  was  con- 
formed to  that  of  Griesbach's  second  edition ;  all 
variations  from  the  received  text  were  duly  recorded  ; 
in  cases  of  divergence  from  Newcome's  revision, 
his  renderings  were  appended  also.  The  work  was 
a  sincere  attempt  (to  quote  the  introduction), 

'  to  supply  the  English  reader  with  a  more  correct  text  of  the 
New  Testament  than  has  yet  appeared  in  the  English  language, 
and  to  give  him  an  opportunity  of  comparing  it  with  the  text  in 

^  At  their  head  was  the  Rev.  Thomas  Belsham,  then  minister  of  Essex 
Street  Chapel,  London. 

'  In  a  series  of  papers  in  the  Monthly  Repository,  1809.  The  Quarterly 
Review,  in  its  second  number,  vehemently  attacked  it.  The  controTersy 
was  afterwards  summed  up  by  Dr.  Carpenter  in  his  Rxantinmtiom  ef  ike 
Charges  made  against  Unitarians  and  Unitarianism,  and  the  Improved 
Version,  by  the  Right  Rev.  Dr.  Magee,  etc.,  1S20. 
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common  use.  Also,  by  divesting  the  sacred  volume  of  the 
technical  phrases  of  a  systematic  theology  which  has  no  founda- 
tion in  the  Scriptures  themselves,  to  render  the  New  Testament 
more  generally  intelligible,  or  at  least  to  preclude  many  sources 
of  error.' 

The  curious  reader  who  will  compare  the 
passages  in  which  such  terms  as  '  atonement,' 
damnation, '  '  damnable, '  '  damned. '  '  baptise  in 
the  name,'  etc.,  are  employed,  will  note  many 
anticipations  of  changes  effected  by  the  Revisers ; 
some  controversial  texts  (such  as  I  Tim.  3", 
i  John  3",  Acts  20°*,  Rom,  9^  Eph.  3',  Phil.  2") 
the  reading  and  rendering,  if  not  in  every  case 
adopted  by  the  Revisers,  secure  recognition  in  their 
Margin  ;  and  charges  of  partiality  which  were  often 
made  in  ignorance  are  thus  stripped  of  their  sting,' 
It  was  to  be  lamented  that  Newcome's  version  fell 
into  discredit  in  the  hub-bub  raised  by  its  successor; 
and  in  the  general  timidity  which  afflicted  theologi- 
cal study  in  the  first  third  of  the  century,  nothing 
more  was  done. 

A  fresh  departure  was  taken  in  1 83 1 ,  when 
Lachmann,  the  brilliant  professor  of  philology  at 
Berlin,  fresh  from  the  verses  of  Catullus  and  Tibullus 
(1829),  issued  a  small  New  Testament  in  Greek,  in 
a  series  of  classical  texts.  Eleven  years  after,  in 
1842,  the  first  volume  of  his  larger  work  was  pro- 
duced, followed  in  1850  by  the  second.     Lachmann 
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regarded  himself  as  the  successor  of  Bentley,  but 
the  problem  of  the  restoration  ot  the  earliest  text 
had  become  much  more  complicated  through  the 
discovery  of  fresh  material.  Compared  with  the 
work  of  his  predecessors,  however,  Lachmann's 
method  had  one  immense  merit.  Wetstein  had  still 
printed  the  received  text  of  the  fifteenth  and  six- 
teenth centuries,  though  he  noted  by  signs  words  or 
clauses  which  he  did  not  think  original.  Even 
Grieshach  had  used  it  as  his  basis,  and  had  only 
ventured  to  correct  it,  though  his  corrections  had 
been  numerous.  But  Lachmann  constructed  his 
text  directly  from  the  most  ancient  authorities. 
Instead  of  endeavouring  to  overwhelm  the  older 
evidence  by  the  mere  numbers  of  later  witnesses, 
he  carefully  selected  the  manuscripts  which  were 
recognised  as  the  earliest  in  both  Greek  and 
Latin,  and  added  to  them  the  quotations  in  the  writ- 
ings of  two  of  the  most  eminent  Christian  writers, 
[renasus  (a  native  of  Asia  Minor,  bishop  of  Lyons, 
177  A.D.')  and  Origen  (of  Alexandria,  185-253.}  On 
this  foundation  he  believed  it  possible  to  restore  the 
text  of  the  fourth  century  as  a  foundation  for  further 
research.  But  subsequent  investigation  proved  that 
his  basis  was  too  narrow.  In  limiting  himself  to  a 
select  group  of  what  are  known  as  primary  uncials, 
he  ignored  the  fact  that  later  manuscripts  written  in 
the  running  hand  of  the  tenth  century,  for  instance, 
{hence  called  'cursives'),  might  be  trustworthy 
copies  of  much  older  documents.     And  he  took  no 

'  Only  portions  at  bU  work  survive  in  Greek. 
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note  of  the  eastern  versions,  which  have  since  been 
explored  with  much  greater  care  and  most  important 
results. 

Just  before  the  appearance  of  the  first  volume  of 
Lachmann's  larger  edition  in  1842,  another  distin- 
guished German  scholar,  Constantine  Tischendorf 
(Professor  at  Leipzig,  1845-74)  entered  the  field. 
For  a  whole  generation  he  laboured  with  unwearied 
devotion,  examining  libraries,  collecting  manuscripts, 
making  new  and  more  careful  collations,  and  pro- 
ducing no  less  than  eight  successive  editions.  His 
greatest  achievement  was  the  discovery  of  the 
famous  MS.  at  Mount  Sinai.  On  his  first  visit  to 
ihe  East,  in  1 844,  he  secured  forty-three  leaves, 
which  were  published  in  1846  and  named  after 
Frederick  Augustus,  king  of  Saxony.  His  third 
journey  in  1859  was  supported  by  the  influence  of  the 
Russian  Government,  and  the  monks  of  the  convent 
of  St.  Catharine  were  induced  to  present  their 
precious  treasure  to  the  Czar.  In  the  long  series  of 
his  activities  fluctuations  of  opinion  were  inevitable, 
as  fresh  materials — largely  through  his  own  energy 
— were  brought  to  light.  Whatever  may  be  thought 
of  his  particular  judgments,  the  critical  'apparatus' 
(or  summary  of  readings)  in  his  last  great  edition 
(1S69  and  1872)  will  long  remain  a  noble  monument 
of  zeal  and  research. 

While  these  two  great  scholars  were  at  work 
in  Germany,  followed  by  a  whole  host  of  com- 
mentators and  students  of  history,  attention  was 
slowly    being    awakened    in    this    country.       The 
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Regius    Professor    of    Greek    at    Cambridge, 
Scholefield,    issued   some   Hints    for   an   impr 
Translation  of  the  New  Testament  in  1832,  but  tha 
fell    almost    unheeded.'     Mr.    Granville    Penn   puq 
lished  in  1836  the  Book  of  the  New  Covenant  of  ( 
Lard,  basing  his  revision  of  the  text  chiefly  on 
Vatican  MS.  known  as  B  *     From  Manchester  Cd 
lege,  then  domiciled  at  York,  its  learned   Principal 
the  Rev.  C.  Wellbeloved,  sent  out  the  first  volume  ofg 
new  translation  of  the  Old  Testament,  containing  t 
Pentateuch,  Proverbs,  etc.  (1838).'     Following  I 
excellent  lay  precedent  of  Mr.  Penn,  two  well  Vx\o% 
Unitarian    laymen,  Mr.  Samuel  Sharpe,  nephew  1 
the  poet  Rogers,  banker,  and  student  of  Egyptolog 

^'B:\i,h.o^Z\oT\,\^\i\%  History  ef  ihi  Church  of  England  (first  publiay 
in  ;832  when  he  was  Rector  of  Kings  Wonhy)  sUled  the  caie  lun  " 
ii.  p.  77  ;  '  Above  iwo  hundred  yean  have  now  elapsed  since  this  rei 
the  Bible  [the  Authorised  Version  of  161O;  and  the  church  has 
quently  conttrnted  itself  with  discovering  inaccuracies  without  attemptil 
to  correct  them.  The  whole  question  of  a  new  translation  is  one  of  o' 
sidetable  delicacy;  but  the  opiaion  of  Archbishop  Newcome. 
as  it  is  by  the  concurrent  testimony  of  nearly  thirty  divines  of  considen 
weight,  together  with  his  own  judicious  remarks,  which  was  g 
world  almost  forty  years  ago,  ought  not  to  have  remained  witho 
public  attention.  If  prudential  reasons  forbid  the  publication  of  a  n 
version,  yet  surely  there  could  be  no  danger  in  the  correction  oi 
takes  as  are  obvious  to  all  men,  (for  some  passages  are  scarcely  ii 
and  of  such  as  are  acknowledged  by  all  who  are  acquainted  with  1 
original  languages.  These  amendments  might  be  introduced 
margin,  and  sanctioned  by  authority,  so  that  they  might  be  used  at  % 
discretion  of  the  minister  ;  a  step  which  would  at  least  prepare  the  v 
for  their  ultimate  introduction  into  the  text,  and  show  a  wish  t 
of  the  growing  knowledge  of  the  country,  for  the  improvement  of  1 
services  of  the  church.' 

'This  was  republished  in  1&S7. 

'Completed  in   1859  by  the  Revs.  f.  Scott  Porter  and  G.  Vance  Sm 
(afterwards  one  of  the  New  Testament  Revisers). 
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and  Mr.  Edgar  Taylor,  grandson  of  Dr.  John 
Taylor  of  Norwich,  independently  produced  trans- 
lations of  Griesbach's  text  in  1840.  Mr.  Taylor's 
version  (which  he  did  not  live  to  carry  through  the 
press)  had  much  grace  and  fine  tact,  but  it  fell  into 
undeserved  obscurity.  Mr.  Sharpe's  work  passed 
through  a  series  of  editions,  and  was  afterwards 
supplemented  by  a  rendering  of  the  Old  Testament. 
Ab  edition  of  the  Authorised  Version  of  the  Bible 
with  20,000  emendations^  was  published  in  1841 
(due  to  Dr.  Conquest,)  in  which  the  chapter 
headings  were  removed,  and  the  poetical  passages 
were  printed  in  rhythmic  lines. 

More  important  labours  had  already  been  begun 
upon  the  text.  Dr  Tregelles  published  his  first 
specimen  in  1838,  and  announced  his  intention  to 
prepare  a  Greek  Testament  in  1844  in  his  edition 
of  the  Book  of  Revelation.*  Scrivener  began  his 
long  series  of  studies  by  a  little  Supplement  to  the 
Authorised  English  Version  of  the  New  Testament, 
m  1845.  The  Rev.  J.  Scott  Porter  of  Belfast  made 
an  important  contribution  to  the  enlightenment  of 
knowledge  in  this  country  by  his  Principles  of  Tex- 
tual Criticism,  1848.  It  was  afterwards  superseded, 
so  far  as  the  New  Testament  was  concerned,  by 
Scrivener's    Introduction    to    the    New  Testament, 

'  Drawn  from  a  prodigious  but  most  miscellaneous  varieljr  of  ancient 
mmA  modem  writers.  The  Editor  also  slated  that  he  had  himself  collated 
■c*cral  passages  with  the  Codez  Vaticaous.  and  other  rare  and  valuable 
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1861,  which  has  since  passed  through  four  editions. 
The  scheme  of  joint  work  which  culminated  in  1881, 
when  the  Greek  text  of  Dr.  Westcott  and  Dr.  Hon 
appeared  a  few  days  before  the  Revised  Version 
of  the  New  Testament,  was  first  planned  in  1853, 
and  occupied  more  than  five  and  twenty  years  of 
study.  Scrivener  issued  in  the  same  year  a  collation 
of  twenty  MSS.  hitherto  unexamined,  and  five  years 
later  he  produced  a  Greek  Testament.  Meanwhile, 
the  education  of  opinion  went  steadily  forward.  Not 
only  did  Ellicott,  Jowett,  and  Stanley,  amend  the 
Authorised  Version,  bat  the  more  popular  work  of 
Conybeare  and  Howson  on  St.  Paul  presented  the 
apostolic  letters  in  a  new  translation."  Even  the  Re- 
ligious Tract  Society  published  a  paragraph  Bible  in 
1853  with  numerous  corrections  of  the  Authorised 
Version  selected  with  care  and  judgment  from  the 
best  commentators.*  Prof.  Selwyn,  in  his  biography 
of  Scholefield  (1854)  took  occasion  to  urge  the 
appointment  of  a  suitable  commission  for  revision. 
The  Edinburgh  Review  (Oct.  1855)  actually  made 
the  startling  suggestion  that  a  permanent  commis- 
sion should  be  nominated  by  the  Crown,  consisting 
of  the  most  eminent  Hebrew,  Greek,  and  English 
scholars  in  the  Kingdom.  To  them  should  be  en- 
trusted the  important  task  of  guarding,  superintend- 

'  In  185a  :  its  paraphrastic  style  was  justified  in  the  preface,  p.  xiii.xj*., 
but  drew  down  severe  conderanation  horn  ElHcotl,  Galalian,  (1854),  p.  Xi. 

*  Blackader's  edition  begun  in  1S53  aiso  deserves  mentiou  ;  it  professed 
Co  contain  '  the  mosl  remarkable  variations  of  the  ancient  versions,  and  the 
chief  results  of  modern  criticism,'  Hia  New  Testament  (1856-8)  exhibited 
all  the  passages  of  the  Received  Text  not  found  in  the  Vatican  MS.  ia 
special  tjpe. 
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ing,  and  perfecting  the  text  of  the  sacred  writings  ; 
and  they  should  issue  from  time  to  time,  and  at  no 
long  intervals,  improved  editions  of  the  Hebrew, 
Greek,    and    English    Scriptures.' 

In  1856  more  practical  proposals  were  made  by 
Canon  Selwyn  in  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury 
(Feb.  i),  and  Mr.  James  Heywood  in  the  House  of 
Commons  (July  22),  for  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
praying  for  a  Royal  Commission,  Neither  effort 
was  successful-  On  behalf  of  the  Government  Sir 
George  Grey  contended  that  such  a  step  would  not 
be  supported  by  public  opinion,  and  declared  that 
'  the  adoption  of  Mr.  Heywood's  motion  would  tend 
to  unsettle  the  faith  of  the  people,  and  lessen  the 
respect  which  they  entertained  for  the  great  body  of 
the  inspired  writings.'  Concerning  the  Parliamen- 
tary discussion,  Lord  Shaftesbury  recorded  a  curi- 
ously confused  argument  in  his  Diary.*  The  great 
majority  of  the  world,  he  urged,  would  be  to  the 
end  of  time  dependent  altogether  on  versions  and 
translations.  They  could  never  have  even  a  moder- 
ate, certainly  not  a  critical,  knowledge  of  the  original 
langiiages.  Their  resource  in  the  perplexity  that  a 
variety  of  versions  would  create,  would  be  to  go  to 
some  learned  pundit  in  whose  judgment  they  re- 
posed confidence,  and  ask  him  which  of  the  versions 
he  would  recommend,  and  when  he  had  given  an 
opinion  they  would  feel  obliged  to  abide  by  it,  as 
they  could  not  exercise  an  opinion  of  their  own. 
The  result  of  this  would  be  to  destroy  not  the  right 

'  Vol.  eii.,  p.  434.        *  Lift,  iii.  ajS. 
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but  the  exercise  of  private  judgment,  '  that  grand 
sacred  solemn  principle  which  is  the  right  of  every 
man,  and  the  great  security  of  churches  and  of 
nations,  and  of  the  life  and  soui  of  individuals.' 
From  another  point  of  view  Lord  Panmure  solemnly 
asserted  at  a  public  meeting  in  Edinburgh  (Jan.  lo, 
1857),  '  The  project  of  a  new  version  is  fraught  with 
the  utmost  danger  to  the  Protestant  liberties  of  this 
country,  if  not  to  the  Protestant  religion  itself." 
Even  so  eminent  a  scholar  as  Dr.  Trench,  then  Dean 
of  Westminster,  pleaded  (1858)  that  for  a  great 
multitude  of  readers  the  English  version  was  not 
the  translation  of  an  inspired  book,  but  was  itself 
the  inspired  book;  they  had  never  realised  the  fact 
that  the  divine  utterance  was  not  made  at  first  in 
those  very  English  words  which  they  read  in  their 
cottages  and  heard  in  church.^  The  danger  of 
disturbance  to  faith  apparently  outweighed  for  such 
timid  champions  all  obligations  to  truth.  A  single 
generation  has  happily  wiped  out  from  its  thought 
these  unworthy  fears.^  There  were  other  voices 
even  in  that  day  which  gravely  demanded  a  recogni- 
tion of  facts  however  unwelcome.  A  discussion  at 
a  meeting  of  a  clerical  club  in  London  (May  7, 
1856)  led  five  Anglican  clergyman  to  make  some 
experiments  in   revision,  among  them  being  Henry 
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Alford,  already  at  work  on  the  fourth  volume  of  his 
Greek  Testament,  and  scon  to  be  appointed  Dean  of 
Canterbury.*  They  issued  (1857-58)  a  new  version 
of  the  Gospel  according  to  St.  John,  and  of  the 
Epistles  to  the  Romans  and  Corinthians.  One  of 
their  number,  the  Rev.  C.  J.  EUicott,  who  still 
happily  presides  over  the  diocese  of  Gloucester, 
described  the  situation  in  impassioned  words  in 
the  preface  to  his  edition  of  The  Pastoral  Epistles 
(1856.  p.  xiii.)^— 

*  It  is  vain  to  cheat  our  otrn  souls  with  the  thought  that  thesf 
I  errors  in  the  Authorised  Version  are  either  insignificant  or  im- 
,  aginary.  There  are  errors,  there  are  inaccuracies,  there  are  mis- 
conceptions, there  ate  obscurities ;  and  that  man  who,  after  being 
in  any  degree  satisfied  of  this,  permits  himseir  to  lean  to  the 
counsels  of  a  timid  or  popular  obstructiveness,  or  who,  intellec- 
tually unable  to  test  the  truth  of  these  allegations,  nevertheless 
permits  himself  to  denounce  or  deny  them,  will  have  to  sustain 
I  the  tremendous  charge  of  having  dealt  deceitfully  with  the 
inriolable   Word  of  God.' 


IV. 

The  controversies  roused  by  the  publication  of 
Essays  and  Reviews  and  of  the  first  part  of  the 
treatise  on  the    Pentateuch  by  Dr.  Colenso  did  not 

*  Ttie  others  were  the  Revs.  Dr.  Barrow  (Principal  of  5^1.  Edmund  Hall. 
OrfonJ).  C-  J.  Ellicoll,  W.  G.  Humphry,  and  Dt,  Moberlj-,  afterwards 
hvAOf  of  SaJisbury.  S«e  Lift  of  Dean  Alford,  1S73,  pp.  162.4.  and  Dr. 
Ellicott'i  AddrtiM  «n  Ikt  RniirJ  Vrrsien  of  Holy  Scripture,  19OI, 
pp.   Ij.i4_ 

»  Wilh  Dr.  EUieWt'i  n»tnc  it  U  natural  to  couple  thai  of  Dr.  Lighlfoot, 
•iMM  bit  work  on  St.  Paul,  the  BfislU  to  Iht  Calatiam,  did  not.  however, 
■ppwr  lili  i86j.     Jl  contained  hii  own  reconittuclion  of  the  text,  but  no 
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directly  touch  the  question  of  Revision.  But  in- 
directly they  helped  to  prepare  the  way ;  and  the 
judgment  of  the  Privy  Council,  by  removing  all 
restraints  from  Biblical  investigation,  powerfully 
promoted  the  general  movement.  As  soon  as  the 
change  had  been  effected  in  the  terms  of  clerical 
subscription,  attention  was  more  and  more  carefully 
directed  to  the  need  of  a  fresh  version  of  the  Scrip- 
tures, and  above  all,  to  a  fresh  text  of  the  New 
Testament.  A  generation  had  passed  since  Lach- 
mann  had  first  applied  a  new  method  of  critical 
enquiry.  Rich  stores  of  additional  material  had 
been  brought  to  light,  and  various  eminent  scholars 
had  devoted  themselves  to  the  establishment  of 
definite  principles  for  their  use  in  the  reconstruction 
of  the  ancient  text.  By  1870,  accordingly,  the  time 
was  ripe,  though  Mr.  Gladstone  confessed  to  a  little 
shock  of  surprise  when  the  subject  was  brought 
before  him.  The  first  impulse  proceeded  from  a 
representative  of  what  was  then  known  as  the  Broad 
Church,  Mr.  Charles  Buxton,  who  gave  notice  of  a 
question  on  the  matter  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  to  come  on  in  March,  but  he  was  adroitly 
forestalled.  The  Bishop  of  Winchester,  with  the 
ready  insight  of  a  shrewd  ecclesiastical  politician,  at 
once  moved  in  the  Upper  House  of  the  Convocation 
of  Canterbury  (Feb.  10)  a  resolution  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  (who 
should  confer  with  any  Committee  that  might  be 
appointed  by  the  Convocation  of  the  Northern 
Province),   to   report   on   the    desirableness    of    a 
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revision  of  the  Authorised  Version  of  the  New 
Testament.  This  was  seconded  by  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  and  Bristol.  On  the  proposal  of  the 
Bishops  of  Llandaff  and  St.  David's  its  scope  was 
enlarged  to  include  the  Old  Testament  also,  and  it 
was  in  due  course  adopted  by  both  Houses.  The 
Northern  Convocation,  however,  declined  to  take 
any  action. 

In  the  meantime  Bishop  Wilberforce,  who  had 
really  been  prompted  by  Bishop  Ellicott  and  Dean 
Alford,  put  himself  in  communication  with  the 
Premier.  The  first  idea,  apparently,  was  that  the 
work  should  be  accomplished  by  a  Commission 
appointed  under  the  Crown.  Writing  to  the  Bishop 
of  Winchester,  however,  on  Feb.  21,  relative  to  Mr. 
Buxton's  approaching  question,  Mr.  Gladstone  em- 
phatically rejected  the  suggestion:'  '1  must  own 
myself  totally  at  a  loss  to  see  how  the  preliminary 
difficulty  of  composing  the  Commission,  if  a  Crown 
Commission,  could  be  surmounted.'  To  Lord 
Shaftesbury,  on  the  same  day,  he  explained  his 
position  in  the  following  terms':— 

'Some  short  lime  back  the  Bishop  of  Winchester  and  Glou- 
cester referred  10  me  on  the  same  subject.  I  was  rather  startled 
by  the  enquiry.  1  answered,  however,  that  no  pledge  could  be 
given  by  me  on  ihe  part  of  the  Government,  that  I  did  not  think 
would  be  disposed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  a  general  desire, 
ler  would  they,  I  thought,  be  responsible  for  any  initia- 
SUrting  the  question,  or  be  disposed  to  take  it  up  as  a 


>  Uf*  BfBUhot  WUbrrforce.  vol.  i[i.  {i88a),  p.  348, 
*  Printed  io  the  Lift  ef  Biakvf  WiOtiforet,  vol.  iii.  p.  348. 
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'  This  was  from  an  official  point  of  view.  Speaking  as  an  I 
dividual,  I  may  add  that  the  more  I  think  upon  the  subject,  ' 
more  I  am  impressed  with  the  difficulty  of  any  interference  I 
authority  either  for  the  purpose  of  setllinR  a  Greek  text,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  altering  the  present  version  of  Holy  Scripture.  To  all 
private  labourers  with  a  view  to  either  purpose  I  give  a  hearty 
sympathy  ;  and  such  labours  may  render  possible  hereafter  what 
I  cannot  see  my  way  to  now.' 

On  the  following  day  (Feb.  22)  the  Bishop  of 
Winchester  wrote  to  Mr.  Gladstone  indicating  the 
scope  of  his  own  view  of  the  enterprise': 

'Of  course  I  was  not  privy  to  Buxton's  notice.  But  the  know- 
ledge &e/ort  J  moved  that  the  Broad  party  were  about  to  move, 
convinced  me  of  the  wisdom  of  our  moving  and  having  the  matter 
in  our  hands.  C.  Buxton's  question  is  one  of  the  troublesome 
movements  I  expected.  My  own  impression  is  that  it  will  be 
best  to  keep  the  texl  unaltered,  and  put  any  corrections  into  the 
margin.  Thence  liy  slow  degrees  ihey  may  migrate  into  the  text. 
I  would  not  give  up  our  iransiation  for  anything^nor  have  I  the 
faintest  idea  of  the  Bishop  of  St.  Davids'  vision  of  a  final,  once 
for  all,  revision.  The  only  need  at  last  for  State  authority  will  be 
for  the  Queeji's  printers  to  be  allowed  to  print  what  the  Chuich 
has  adopted  as  the  Authorised  Version.' 

The  movement  thus  arose  in  its  actual  form  out 
of  the  astute  resolve  of  the  Bishop  of  Winchester  to 
secure  for  the  Church  the  control  which  Mr.  Buxton 
and  his  friends  were  willing  really  to  entrust  to 
Pariiament.  But  it  went  much  further  than  the 
Bishop  proposed.  On  May  3  and  5,  before  the 
joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses  presented  their 
report,  the  two  Houses  separately  adopted  resolu- 
tions affirming  ( i )  that  it  was  desirable  that  a  revision 
of  the  Authorised  Version  should  be  undertaken,  and 

'  Uft,  vol.  iii.  p.  350. 
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(3)  that  it  should  comprise  not  only  marginal  ren- 
derings, but  also  such  emendations  as  it  might  be 
found  necessary  to  insert  in  the  text  of  the  Author- 
ised Version.  The  report  of  the  joint  Committee 
was  at  the  same  time  accepted,  and  on  May  3  the 
Upper  House  proceeded  to  nominate  its  own  mem- 
bers for  another  joint  Committee  to  carry  out  the  re- 
vision, expressly  providing  '  that  the  Committee  be 
empowered  to  invite  the  co-operation  of  those  whom 
they  may  judge  fit  from  their  biblical  scholarship  to 
aid  them  in  their  work."  This  wise  and  generous 
arrangement,  due  (as  Dean  Stanley  afterwards 
stated)  to  the  Bishop  of  Winchester,  was  also  adop- 
ted by  the  Lower  House.  The  Revision  Committee, 
thus  constituted,  proceeded  to  invite  experts,  and  to 
form  two  companies,  one  for  the  Old  Testament  and 
the  other  for  the  New,'  the  first  comprising  twenty- 
seven  members,  and  the  second  twenty-six.  They 
all,  however,  belonged  to  the  I'nited  Kingdom. 
Co-operation  with  continental  scholars  would  have 
involved  many  difficulties,  but  an  American  revision 
was  organised,  and  the  results  of  the  fellow-labourers 
on  each  side  of  the  Atlantic  were  duly  interchanged. 
The  labours  of  the  two  English  companies  began 
on  June  22,  1870.  The  New  Testament  occupied 
407  days,  the  devoted  Chairman,  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester,  being  present  on  no  less  than  405.  Six 
years  were  devoted  to  the  first  revision;    two  years 

'  A  ptnioDS  resolution,  adopted  by  both  Houses,  even  added  '  to  what- 
ETcr  n^on  or  religious  body  they  tnay  belong.' 

*   The  tames  of  the  members  are  recorded  by  Bishop  Ellicott,  Addrtsst$ 
mt  tht  Xtnttd  Vtrnan,  pp.  36, 37. 


78  THE    REVISED   VERSION  lict.ii. 

and  a  half  to  the  second.  The  work  was  completed 
in  1880,  and  issued  in  1881.  More  time  was  re- 
quired for  the  Old  Testament,  though  by  no  means 
in  proportion  to  its  greater  bulk,  the  revision  requiring 
792  days.  It  was  completed  after  fourteen  years  in 
1884,  and  published  in  1885.^ 


V. 

What  was  the  task  which  lay  before  the  Revisers 
in  the  light  of  the  knowledge  of  a  generation  ago  ? 
A  few  words  must  be  said  (for  the  sake  of  brevity 
they  are  limited  to  the  New  Testament)  concerning 
the  two-fold  problem,  (i)  the  correction  of  the  trans- 
lation of  the  Authorised  Version,  and  (2)  the  recon- 
struction of  the  text. 

In  the  first  place  the  whole  conception  of  the 
translator's  duty  had  become  much  more  exact. 
The  progress  of  scholarship  in  two  hundred  and 
fifty  years  rendered  some  of  the  loose  and  shifty  ways 
of  the  Authorised  Version  no  longer  tolerable.  For 
instance,  the  statement  of  Gen.  15*  in  its  Greek  form, 
*  it  was  reckoned  to  him  for  righteousness,'  appeared 
in  the  following  variations  of  the  same  original : — 

Rom.  4^  *  It  was  counted  unto  him  for  righteousness  ' ; 
Rom.  4^  *  We  say  that  faith  was  reckoned  to  Abraham  for 

righteousness ' ; 

*  The  revision  of  the  Apocrypha  appeared  in  1895  :  and  on  Feb.  10, 
1899,  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Convocation 
*  the  completed  body  of  references,  and,  in  them,  the  very  last  portion  of 
every  part  of  the  work  of  the  Company  with  which  I  had  so  long  been  con- 
nected/  Addresses,  p.  43. 
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Jfom.  4'*  '  It  was  impultd  unto  him  for  righteousness '; 
Gal.  3*  '  It  was  accounitd  to  him  for  righteousness'; 
/ames  a**  'It  was  imputed  to  him  for  righteousness'; 

No  difference  of  meaning,  it  may  be  urged,  was 
[caused  by  these  irregularities.    Nevertheless,  a  whole- 
pome  rule  of  modern  scholarship,  requiring  that  the 
ame    Greek    word    in  the  same  context  should  be 
"endered    by    the    same     English    equivalent,    was 
■ossly  infringed.     The  Translators  of  161 1,  indeed, 
were  quite  aware  that  they  had  exposed  themselves 
Fto  this  reproach;    '  we  have  not  tied  ourselves,'  they 
declared,    'to    an    uniformity  of  phrasing';  'is  the 
kingdom  of  God,'    they   asked,  '  become  words   or 
'  syllables?     Why  should  we  be  in  bondage  to  them, 
if  we  may  be  free  ?'     But  this  liberty  led  sometimes 
bto    unforeseen    consequences.       There    seemed    no 
son  why  the  Paraclete  who  was  an  '  Advocate  ' 
1  /  yokn  2'  should  become  a  '  Comforter '  in  yohn 
^4***   15"   16^;    at  any  rate,  an  important  fact    of 
heological    nomenclature    was    obscured.'     In    the 
ame    way   there    was    no    real   distinction    between 
P  everlasting '  applied  to  punishment,  and  'eternal' 
applied  to  life,  in  Matt.  25'",  though  some  modern 
nisputants  might  have  founded  an  argument  upon  it; 
;  Greek  '  aeonian  '  stood  for  both.     But  when  Mark 
I15*  stated  that  at  the  crucifixion  there  was  darkness 
'over  the  whole  land,'   while  Luke  33**  (using  the 
same  Greek)  was  made  to  extend  it  '  over  all  the 


'  Lighdool,  Oh  a  Preth  Knitim  of  the  Nrm   Tistamettt,   ami   ed.    187a, 
auiaaias  thai  the  word  '  Paraclete'  in  itseli  means  'Advocate,'  and  cannot 
an  '  ConftitteT.'    The  Improved  Veraion  b»s  '  advocate  '  thioughout 
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earth,'    a   very    serious    discrepancy  was  involve* 
Conversely,  different  Greek  words  were  rendered  ] 
the  same  English.     Hades,  as  the  abode  of  dep, 
spirits,  and  Gehenna,  the  place  of  penal  doom, 
both  translated  by  '  hell,'  with  mischievous  re 
(for  instance)  in  Acts  2".     The  well-known  distin 
tion  of  Greek  philosophical  thought  between  ' 
and  '  becoming '  was  wholly  effaced  in  the  renderil 
John  8^  '  Before  Abraham  was,  I  am.' 

These  two  groups  of  errors  had  become  intd 
able  to  minds  imbued  with  the  modern  principle! 
fidelity  to  all  the  peculiarities  of  an  author's  dictid 
The  first,  in  particular,  again  and  again  obscured  t 
intricate  relations  of  the  corresponding  ] 
the  Gospels,  by  destroying  the  identities  of  phraj 
ology  for  the  sake  of  a  useless  assertion  of  I 
from  bondage  to  the  letter.     But  the  same  demai 
for  faithfulness  might  be  almost  indefinitely  extend 
It  would  affect  the   whole   tissue  of  the  languaj 
The  usages  of  New  Testament  Greek  were  ui 
ediy  far  better  understood  than  was  possible 
its  relations  to  the  Greek  of  the  Septuagint 
of  the  Old  Testament,  the  Greek  of  secular  writt 
earlier  and  later,  and  the  Greek  of  common  spea 
in  its  own  age,  had  been  carefully  studied.     The  i 
of  the  article,  the  significance  of  special  conjuttj 
tions,  the  force  of  tenses,  tJie  meaning  of  prepi 
tions, — all    these   required  a  constant    and    ca 
attention  such  as  the  translators  of    i6[i   had  i 


Versa 


'  The  Margin,  howe 
*R.V.  margin,  '  Gr.  * 


T,  gave  an  alternative,  '  or,  land.' 
I  torn ; '  so  the  Improved  Version. 
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to  bestow,  because  they  had  never  realised  its  need. 
For  example,  the  preposition  dia  with  the  genitive 
which  denotes  instrumentality,  was  repeatedly  trans- 
lated '  by  '  as  if  it  denoted  direct  agency.  Thus  in 
Matt,  i"  '  spoken  of  the  Lord  by  the  prophet  *  does 
not  mean  '  spoken  about  Jesus  by  Isaiah,'  but 
'  spoken  by  the  Lord  {i.e.  the  Yahweh  of  the  Old 
Testament)  through  the  prophet '  as  his  messenger. 
Similarly,  numerous  passages  appear  to  ascribe 
creative  operations  to  Christ  as  their  source,  which 
are  really  said  to  be  done  '  through  '  him  {e.g.  John 
l»".  /  Cor.%\  Col.  i",  Hebr.  x"  2'")  1  while  in  John 
1"  just  as  the  law  was  given  '  through  '  Moses,  so 
grace  and  truth  came  '  through  '  Jesus  Christ.  Nor 
do  these  grammatical  errors  by  any  means  exhaust 
the  defects  of  the  Authorised  Version.  Wrong 
meanings  were  sometimes  assigned  to  words 
through  ignorance  of  their  use  or  derivation,  or 
through  neglect  of  some  special  application,  as 
when  the  term  pais  is  rendered  '  thy  servant '  of 
David,  Acts  ^,  but  '  thy  [holy]  child  *  of  Jesus 
'"*  (cp.  3"") ;  though  in  Matt.  I3^  the  connexion 
with  the  '  servant  of  the  Lord '  in  Isaiah  42'  was 
duly  recognised.  That  metaphors  should  be  con- 
fused, that  titles  should  be  misrepresented,  that 
technical  terms  should  be  imperfectly  understood, 
was  inevitable  in  161 1  ;  but  the  modern  scholar, 
with  the  archaeologist  by  his  side,  could  no  longer 
be  content  with  blemishes  which  might  not  indeed 
affect  the  presentation  of  religious  truth,  but  never- 
theless seriously  disfigured  the  historic  record. 

G 
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More  difficult  in  many  ways  was  the  preliminary 
duty  which  devolved  on  the  Revisers,  that  of  correct- 
ing not  the  translation  but  the  original  text.  Three 
great  writers  had  devoted  themselves  to  this  task 
during  the  generation  which  preceded  the  Revision, 
Lachmann,  Tischendorf,  and  Tregelles.  But  it  was 
well  known  also  that  two  of  the  most  eminent  of 
living  Biblical  scholars  had  been  engaged  for  many 
years  on  a  similar  enterprise  ;  Dr.  Westcott  and  Dr. 
Hort  were  of  course  both  members  of  the  New 
Testament  company ;  instalments  of  their  text  had 
been  furnished  for  the  use  of  their  colleagues ;  and 
their  famous  edition  (known  as  W  H)  was  produced 
a  few  days  before  the  Revised  Version  appeared. 
The  second  volume  contained  an  Introduction 
written  by  Dr.  Hort.  setting  forth  the  principles 
which  had  guided  the  editors.  Like  their  immediate 
predecessors  Tischendorf  and  Tregelles,  they  be- 
lieved it  possible  to  do  more  than  reach  the  fourth 
century  text  at  which  Lachmann  aimed ;  they 
sought  to  recover,  at  least  approxinfately,  what  the 
Apostles  and  Evangelists  themselves  had  written. 

The  total  number  of  manuscripts  of  the  books 
of  the  New  Testament  is  now  reckoned  at  about 
3000,  But  only  a  small  proportion,  about  thirty  in 
all,  are  complete.  The  Sinaitic  MS.  is  the  only 
uncial  which  shows  no  gaps.  Some  copies  which 
doubtless  once  contained  the  entire  canon  have 
suffered  the  loss  of  some  of  their  leaves ;  others 
only  comprised  portions  of  the  whole  collecrion,  such 
as  the    Gospels,  the  Pauline    Epistles,  or  the   book 
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of  Revelation.  The  earliest  may  be  traced  back 
to  the  fourth  and  fifth  centuries,  but  the  greater 
part  date  from  the  ninth  century  or  later.  What 
use  could  be  made  of  this  vast  mass  of  materials  ? 
And  what  light  was  thrown  upon  their  variations  by 
comparison  with  each  other,  and  with  the  versions 
early  made  for  the  several  branches  of  the  Church, 
or  with  the  quotations  of  important  passages  by 
writers  in  different  countries  between  the  second 
and  fifth  centuries  ?  No  previous  editors  devoted 
such  long  and  anxious  consideration  to  these 
problems.  In  the  eighteenth  century  Griesbach, 
following  a  hint  of  Bengel  {ante,  p.  61), had  defined 
the  existence  of  families  or  groups  of  manuscripts. 
©r.  Hort  was  led,  after  many  years  of  study  ranging 
over  the  whole  field  of  early  Christian  history  and 
literature,  to  formulate  an  important   theory  as   to 

le  genealogy    of    the    different    forms   of  the  text 

presented  in  the  oldest  copies.^ 
In  the  fourth  century  the  Christian  Church  had 
spread  far  and  wide  through  the  Roman  Empire. 
In  the  East  it  had  long  included  the  Syriac-speaking 
people  in  the  upper  valley  of  the  Euphrates  ;  on  the 
South  it  was  carried  from  Egypt  into  Ethiopia ; 
North  of  the  Danube,  through  the  labours  of  Ulfilas, 

touched  the  Goths.     So  the  New  Testament  has 

ime  down  to  us  not  only  in  Greek,  the  language  in 

■  ThU  theory  was  expounded  (wilh  much  compreasion  both  of  statemCDt 
I  el  evidence)  ■□  the  separalc  volume  of  Introduction.  Summariea  of  it 
I  be  touod  ID  Kcnyon's  luelul  treatise,  Our  Bibk  and  thi  AHcimt  MSS., 
^ed.,  1898,  pp-  107-11,  «nd  in  the  Li/i  and  Ulltrs  of  F.J.  A.  Hart,  vol.  ii. 
Z44-51.  The  following  uullioc  is  oaly  iutendcd  for  tbe  geaeral  reader. 
^ G2  J 
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which  its  books  were  first  written,  but  also  in  1 
Latin  of  Italy,  in  the  Syriac  of  Edessa  and  ^^ 
neighbourhood,  the  Coptic  dialects  of  Egypt,  thei 
Ethiopic  of  Abyssinia,  the  Gothic  of  the  warlike 
tribes  which  made  their  way  across  the  Alps  and 
into  Spain,  and  even  in  Armenian  from  the  regions 
of  Ararat.  Behind  all  these  translations,  themselves 
of  very  various  ages,  lay  Greek  texts,  of  which  two  are 
extant  from  the  fourth  century,  the  Vatican  MS.  at 
Rome  (B),  and  the  Sinaitic  at  St.  Petersburg  (N); 
while  two  more,  the  Alexandrian  (A),  in  the  British 
Museum,  and  the  Codex  of  Ephraem  (C)  in  the 
National  Library  at  Paris,  date  from  the  fifth. 
Fragments  of  twenty-seven  manuscripts  are  assigned 
to  the  sixth  century;  but  in  only  five  of  these  is 
there  even  one  single  book  complete.  To  this  age 
belongs  the  famous  copy  (D)  once  in  the  possession 
of  Beza,  and  now  preserved  at  Cambridge,  in  both 
Greek  and  Latin,  distinguished  by  many  peculiari- 
ties of  text,  especially  by  its  interpolations.  It  once 
extended  over  534  leaves,  but  128  have  perished. 

What  was  the  pedigree  of  all  these  texts  ? 
From  what  sources  were  they  derived?  How  were 
they  related  to  each  other,  and  how  were  their  dis- 
crepancies to  be  explained  ?  The  peculiarities  of 
each  copy  required  careful  study.  Its  affinities 
with  other  copies  could  then  be  determined.  These 
in  their  turn  might  be  compared  with  the  indications 
derived  from  the  versions  current  in  separate  locali- 
ties, or  the  writings  of  eminent  Christian  teachers 
in  the  great  centres  of  influence  such  as  Antioch  or 
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iConstantinople,  Caesarea  or  Alexandria,  Carthage 
or  Rome.  The  readings  gathered  up  out  of  all 
■these  several  sources  were  distributed  by  Dr.  Hort 
into  three  main  groups,  bearing  geographical  desig- 
nations, Syrian.  Alexandrian,  and  Western ;  to 
which  he  added  a  fourth  without  local  habitation, 
and  consequently  called  '  neutral.'  But  this  dis- 
tribution was  capahle  of  further  arrangement  his- 
torically. When  the  quotations  in  the  writings  of 
the  fathers  before  the  council  of  Nicea  were  com- 
pared with  those  in  later  centuries,  such  marked 
differences  were  observable  as  to  suggest  that  the 
Utter  employed  a  text  which  had  been  already 
•edited."  This  led  to  a  theory  of  revisions,  the  first 
towards  the  end  of  the  third  century,  the  second 
about  350  A.D.,  in  which  alternative  readings  were 
sometimes  combined,  and  the  differences  between 
parallel  passages  were  harmonised.  Thus  the  last 
words  of  the  third  Gospel  in  the  Received  Text  are 
'  praising  and  blessing  God.'  ^  This  is  found  in  A, 
in  twelve  later  uncials,  all  the  cursives,  the  Vulgate 
and  other  versions.  But  M  B  C,  with  one  Egyptian 
(Memphitic)  and  one  Syriac  version,  have  only 
'  blessing  God ' :  while  D  and  the  Old  Latin  have 
'  praising  God.'*  Here  the  reading  of  the  Received 
Text  seems  to  be  due  to  an  amalgamation  of  two 
separate  readings.  It  is  more  likely  that  variations 
should    be    run    together    than    that    one.  or   other 

'  Sec  Horll  InlrodicHoH,  p.  104:  KenyoD,  p.  108. 

*  Lmcbnunn,  Allbrd,  Maclellan,  Tregelles,  followed  the  Textu^t  Rec«plu9  ; 

'adopted  'praising';  Weios  and    WH   read  'blessiag'  [and  so 

tbe  RV). 
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should  be  dropped  :  and  the  evidence  of  the  re- 
cension of  the  Greek  text  of  the  Old  Testament  in 
the  fourth  century  shows  that  this  method  of  editing 
was  then  actually  practised  at  Constantinople. 

Now  the  quotations  in  the  homilies  of  the  great 
preacher  John  Chrysostom  (born  at  Antioch  about 
347  A.D.,  Bishop  of  Constantinople  398-404)  again 
and  again  exhibit  these  '  conflate '  readings.  So  do 
the  remains  of  his  fellow-pupil  Theodore  of  Antioch 
and  Mopsuestia,  and  their  teacher  Diodorus  of 
Antioch  and  Tarsus.  This  type  of  text  is  in  fact 
common  from  that  time  onwards,  in  manuscripts, 
quotations,  and  versions.  Dr.  Hort  concluded, 
therefore,  that  it  took  its  rise  in  Syria ;  and  his 
'  Syrian '  group,  which  became  the  foundation  of 
the  Received  Text,  represented  the  result  of  editorial 
labours  on  earlier  stages  of  the  documentary  history. 
On  the  other  hand  the  writings  of  Origen  and  Cyril, 
and  occasionally  other  Alexandrian  fathers,  as  well 
as  one  of  the  Egyptian  versions  (the  Memphitic), 
bore  witness  to  a  group  of  readings  earlier  than  the 
Syrian,  and  at  least  as  old  as  the  opening  of  the 
third  century.  They  were  marked  by  linguistic 
correctness,  and  their  distinction  lay  in  their  style 
rather  than  their  matter.  To  these  was  naturally 
given  the  local  designation  '  Alexandrian.'  The 
'  Western '  group  comprised  the  Grxco-Latin  MSS., 
such  as  the  Codex  Bezae,  which  were  written  in  the 
West,  and  the  Old  Latin  version  once  diffused  frora 
Carthage  to  Britain.  In  these  were  embodied  forms 
of  a  text  which  was  probably  carried  very  early  to 


UR.n.  THE    REVISED    VERSION  87 

Rome  from  the  East.  It  is  distinguished  by  a  love 
of  paraphrase,  and  a  tendency  to  incorporate  addi- 
tions which  may  have  been  current  orally,  or  may 
have  been  derived  from  apocryphal  and  other  non- 
biblical  sources.  Lastly  comes  the  text  which  is 
not  noteworthy  for  any  of  the  peculiarities  of  the 
three  preceding  groups.  It  shows  neither  the 
Western  difFuseness,  nor  the  grammatical  refine- 
ment of  the  specifically  Alexandrian,  and  is 
accordingly  designated  as  '  neutral.'  It  belongs 
to  no  special  centre  of  influence  ;  it  was  originally 
current  through  the  East ;  and  among  individual 
MSS.  it  is  best  represented  by  the  Vatican.  The 
concurrence  of  the  Vatican  and  the  Sinaitic  was 
almost  final.  To  recover  and  justify  this  text  was 
the  main  object  of  the  labours  of  Westcott  and 
Hort.' 


VI. 

Such  was  the  preparation  for  the  Revised 
Version.  The  publication  of  the  New  Testament 
had  been  awaited  with  an  interest  perhaps  some- 
what exaggerated  and  overstrained.  The  imme- 
diate effect  was  disappointment  to  some,  and  sorrow 
or  dismay  to  others.  Those  who  learned  that  the 
changes  in  the  text,  the  translation,  and  the  punc- 

'  ll  was  estimated  by  Dr.  Hort  IhaC  'the  amaunt  of  what  can  in  any 
■ouv  tv  raOxd  subatanlial  variation  can  hardly  (orm  more  tbac  a  thousaadtb 
^n  of  Ok  entire  leit."  '  Tliis  would  mean,'  says  Mr.  H.  W.  Hoare  tTlu 
-  -  -  e/  iMi  English  Bibit,  ind  ed.  1902,  p.  zSl),  '  leas  than  MO  worda  in 
New  TcalamcDL' 
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tuation,  reached  the  suq)rising  number  of  36,191, 
were  shocked  at  an  amount  of  alteration  the  need 
of  which  they  did  not  understand.  The  student 
who  perceived  how  often  the  reading^or  the  render- 
ing which  commended  itself  to  his  judgment  was 
only  to  be  found  in  the  margin,  lamented  the  con- 
servative instinct  which  had  too  frequently  opposed 
salutary  change.  The  condemnation'Jjf  the  sup- 
porters of  traditional  scholarship  was  expressed  in 
the  vigorous  articles  of  Dean  Burgon  in  the 
Quarterly  Review  ;  and  many  a  devout  but  ignorant 
layman  sympathised  with  Lord  Shaftesbury's  some- 
what contemptuous  repudiation, — '  The  result  shows 
clearly  that  it  was  not  wanted,  and  is  not  cared  for. 
It  is  of  no  use  to  the  unlearned  masses,  to  the  learned 
few  it  is  insufficient.'  Familiarity  has  now  overcome 
the  first  rush  of  revolt  against  meddling  with  Christ- 
endom's most  sacred  trreasure.  The  significant  fact 
that  no  correction  was  admitted  save  by  a  majority 
of  two  to  one,  has  gradually  impressed  even  the  most 
stubborn  of  opponents.  And  the  representation  of 
divergent  proposals  in  the  margin  (which  in 
numerous  cases  expresses  the  view  of  the  actual 
majority  of  the  company)  often  supplies  evidence, 
as  in  Rom.  9*,  that  the  rendering  in  the  text  cannot 
be  regarded  as  indisputably  sure.  But  the  plea  of 
the  great  teacher  to  whom  all  students  of  the  New 
Testament  are  so  deeply  indebted — the  late  Bishop 
of  Durham — is  not  lightly  to  be  set  aside  : — 

'The  text  represents  the  united  and  deliberate  judgment  of  a 
larger  and  more  varied  body  of  scholars  than  has  ever  on  taxj 
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Other  occasion  discussed  together  a  version  of  the  New  Testament 
into  another  language.'  ^ 

The  reception  of  the  Old  Testament  four  years 
later  (in  1885)  was  less  disturbed  by  conflict  of 
opinion.  The  theological  issues  involved  in  it  were 
not  so  prominent ;  the  changes  were  in  many  parts 
less  frequent,  and  hence  less  noticeable ;  and  few 
portions  of  it  (except  the  Book  of  Psalms,  where 
the  wide  differences  between  the  Prayer-book  and 
ihe  Authorised  Version  far  exceeded  those  between 
the  Authorised  and  Revised)  were  so  familiar  to  the 
reader  as  his  gospels  or  epistles,  so  that  alterations 
were  less  marked,  and  therefore  less  irritating.  A 
longer  interval  is  needed  to  register  a  final  judg- 
ment, but  (without  attempting  any  criticism  of 
detail)  some  of  the  gains  of  the  revision  may  be 
briefly  noted. 

Great  attention  was  bestowed  on  the  external 
presentation  of  the  new  version.  It  was  wisely 
resolved  to  let  it  speak  for  itself,  and  accordingly 
the  entire  series  of  chapter  headings,  involving  again 
and  again  a  very  important  system  of  interpretation, 
has  been  removed.*  The  poetry  of  the  Song  of 
Solomon  is  no  longer  said  to  express  '  the  mutual 
love  of  Christ  and  his  Church  '  ;  and  the  wedding 
ode  in  Psalm  45  ceases  to  describe  '  the  majesty 
and  grace  of  Christ's  kingdom.'  The  prophetic 
utterances  may  now  be  read  in  connexion  with  the 
events  of  their  time,  and  no  barrier  is  put  in  the  way 

Sotm  UitBta  oftht  Rrvi«d  Viruon  oftiu  N.T.,  3rd  ed.,  1S9S,  p.  18. 
So,  alao,  the  misleuIiQe  chronoto^  of  Arcbbiahop  Ussber  bas  been  quietly 
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of  their  proper  historic  meaning.  This  is  further 
promoted  by  the  arrangement  of  the  text  in  para- 
graphs, reverting  to  the  usage  of  the  earliest  English 
versions,  so  that  the  pauses  of  prophetic  discourse, 
or  the  sequences  of  apostolic  argument,  can  be  re- 
cognised more  clearly.  Thus  Isaiah  9^'^  is  now 
rightly  joined  to  the  previous  passage ;  and  in  g^ 
10^*^  the  reader  at  once  discerns  a  poetical  oracle  in 
four  stanzas  each  terminating  with  a  common 
refrain  ;  while  at  10*  a  new  address  opens  against  the 
Assyrian,  separated  probably  by  many  years  from  its 
predecessor.  The  poetical  style  of  the  Psalms,  the 
Proverbs,  and  other  portions  of  the  Old  Testament 
(as  in  the  ancient  poems  in  fudges  5,  Gen.  49, 
Deut.  33,  etc.),  is  indicated  by  the  display  of  each 
verse  in  its  constituent  lines,  and  a  similar  method 
has  been  sparingly  employed  in  the  New.  It  might 
be  extended  with  considerable  advantage  to  many 
passages  in  the  first  three  Gospels,  where  the  teach- 
ing of  Jesus  is  thrown  into  partially  rhythmic  forms.^ 
In  the  New  Testament  the  titles  of  the  books  have 
been  retained,  with  the  lame  apology  that  they  were 
not  expressly  included  in  the  Revision.  This  in- 
volves the  continued  ascription  of  Hebrews  to  the 
Apostle  Paul,  which  no  scholar  of  eminence  be- 
lieves,' in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  oldest  MSS., 
whose  readings  are  elsewhere  always  regarded  as 
decisive  against  the  Textus  Receptus,  simply  entitle 

>  This  was  actually  done,  foUowing  the  hints  of  Bishops  Lowth  and  Jebb. 
in  Blackader's  New  Test.,  1856.  On  the  general  subject,  cp.  the  papers  of  Dr. 
C  A.  Briggs  in  the  Expository  Times,  v6L  viiL  pp.  393, 452, 492 ;  voL  ix.  p.  69. 

*  See  the  artides  in  Hasting^  AidLo/iftrBftU^,  and  £»OPdL  BMkm. 
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To  the  Hebrews.' '  With  much  greater  wisdom 
did  the  Revisers  of  the  Old  Testament  follow  the 
Hebrew  text,  and  replace  the  '  Song  of  Solomon ' 
by  the  '  Song  of  Songs.'  * 

In  the  changes  of  the  text  a  marked  difference  is 
to  be  noted  between  the  treatment  of  the  Hebrew  of 
the  Old  Testament  and  the  Greek  of  the  New.  The 
Revisers  frankly  recognised  the  facts  that  the  Mas- 
soretic  text  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures  was  embodied 
in  MSS.  that  are  of  no  very  great  antiquity,  and  that 
the  variations  of  the  Versions  show  that  other  and 
older  recensions  once  existed.  But  they  did  not 
feel  that  the  present  state  of  knowledge  would  justify 
an  attempt  to  reconstruct  the  text  on  the  authority 
of  the  Versions.  That  was  no  doubt  a  safe  decision. 
We  are  still  waiting  for  a  complete  edition  of  the 
oldest  and  most  important  of  the  Versions,  the  Greek 
text  of  the  Septuagint ;  and  stores  of  other  material 
are  only  imperfectly  accessible.  But  the  Massorelic 
text  is  in  many  places  obviously  corrupt,  and  impos- 
sible to  translate.  This  has  been  widely  recognised 
by  the  commentators  and  editors  of  the  last  twenty 
years,  and  a  vast  amount  of  labour  has  been  bestowed 
on  the  amendment  of  the  text.'  The  task  is  no 
doubt  often  of  extraordinary  difficulty  ;  it  is  possible 

*  It  is  dot  surprisiDg  that  Ihe  American  Committee  protested. 

'  This  ronn  of  eipresiion,  like  '  heaven  ofheavena,'  'servant  of  servants,' 
is  •  •fcU-known  Hebrew  mode  of  indicating  the  superlative. 

'See  Haupl's  poiychrome  Sacrtd  Boots  of  thi  Old  Teilamtnt ;  the  O  T. 
vob.  in  the  Inlentatianal  Critical  Commtniary  ;  the  German  series  in  the 
Hfdhmtrntnttir  and  Hand-CammiHlar,  and  single  treatises  sutrb  as  Driver's 
Nona  «•  tiu  Htinw  Text  o/Samtut. 
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that  it  may  not  even  after  another  century  of  toil  be 
found  practicable  to  obtain  a  sufficient  consensus  of 
opinion  for  any  company  of  scholars  to  carry  it 
through.  But  it  is  perhaps  unfortunate  that  the 
Revisers  have  so  rarely  admitted  that  the  existing 
Hebrew  is  no  longer  intelligible,  and  have  insisted  on 
finding  a  meaning  where  grammar  and  sense  both 
fail.  In  other  cases  it  is  lawful  to  regret  that  a  two- 
thirds'  majority  could  not  be  obtained  for  the  mar- 
ginal rendering,  as  in  Psalm  42*  '  who  is  the  health 
of  my  countenance  and  my  God,'  a  refrain  identical 
wth  that  in  ver.  "  and  in  43',  the  poem  consisting  of 
three  stanzas.'  This  is  supported  by  the  Greek, 
Syriac,  and  Latin  versions,  and  requires  no  alteration 
of  the  letters  of  the  text,  but  only  a  re-division  of  the 
words  affecting  one  single  letter.  In  this,  as  in  many 
other  cases,  the  conservative  method  of  the  Revisers 
seems  to  have  prevented  justifiable  change. 

Very  different  was  the  treatment  of  the  Greek 
text  of  the  New  Testament.  The  vast  mass  of 
critical  materials  which  had  been  gathered  by  recent 
editors,  the  repeated  discussion  of  the  principles  of 
selection  in  the  literature  of  the  century,  and  the 
development  in  this  country  of  somewhat  divergent 
views  in  the  persons  of  Dr.  Scrivener  and  Dr.  Hort, 
gave  the  Revisers  a  unique  opportunity,  of  which 
they  courageously  availed  themselves.*     It  is  esti- 

■  Psalms  43  and  43  are  rightly  treated  as  oii«  conpoaitioii,  just  ■■  Pas.  19, 
34,  37,  etc.  are  dmded. 

»  The  remark  of  Hort's  blogtapher,  Lift.  ii.  338,  that  the  presence  of 
the  two  Cambridge  Professois  IWestcoll  and  Hort)  '  secured  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  principle  that  qaeitioiu  of  readiog  must  be  decided  on  tbeii 
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mated  that  the  text  of  the  Revisers  differs  from  that 
of  1611  in  5788  readings,  though  only  about  one- 
fourth  of  these  involve  any  real  modification  of  the 
subject  matter,  and  a  much  smaller  proportion  are 
of  6rst-cate  importance.  The  omission  of  the  dox- 
clog)-  to  the  Lord's  Prayer  in  Matt.  Q^  (note  also 
the  silent  disappearance  of  '  openly  '  at  the  end 
of  •  and  *),  the  recognition  that  Mark  i6*"^  was 
not  the  original  close  to  the  Gospel,  the  version  of  the 
Lord's  Prayer  in  Luke  11",  the  marginal  notes  on 
JJtke  9**,  32'*"*  ****,  23".  24'^  M  «  51  62^  John  5*,  7"- 
8",  illustrating  the  manner  by  which  additions  were 
made  to  the  Gospel  story,  the  quiet  extrusion  of 
1  yohn  5',  the  changes  in  controversial  passages 
like  /  Tim.  3'"  or  Ephes.  3*, — are  familiar  instances 
of  the  frank  recognition  of  critical  facts.  The 
charge  has,  indeed,  been  recently  revived  by  Provost 
Salmon  that  the  Revisers  were  unduly  influenced  by 
two  of  their  number,  Drs.  Westcott  and  Hort.  The 
Bishop  of  Gloucester,  who,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Company  (and  present  at  405  out  of  407  meetings), 
had  an  unrivalled  knowledge  of  its  proceedings,  has 
been  at  some  pains  to  refute  it : '  the  evidence  for 
the  readings  '  was  always  fully  staled  to  the  Com- 
pany, nearly  always  by  Dr.  Scrivener,  and  it  was 

own  meiits,  irrcspectinel)'  of  questions  of  interpretation,'  appears  lo  coniey 
An  anfkcccssajy  inpulation  against  Ibe  Bdelitj  of  the  rest  of  the  company. 
Tb«  danger  that  anybody  would  follow  John  SeJden's  advice  was  surely 
put :  '  When  you  meet  with  several  Reading  of  the  Text,  take  heed  that 
yon  adaiit  nothing  ag:ainst  the  tenets  of  your  Church ;  but  do  as  if  yoo 
wa>  ■.going  orer  a  Bridge,  be  sore  yoo  bold  fast  by  the  Rail,  and  then  yon 
Bt*7  daacc  hov  and  there  as  yon  please '  (ToUc  T^,  '  Bible.'  t  13). 
pp.  56Ji4. 
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Upon  the  discussion  of  this  evidence,  and  not  on 
the  reading  of  any  particular  editor,  that  the 
decision  of  the  Company  was  ultimately  found.' 
Dr.  Scrivener,  we  are  assured  (as  those  familiar 
with  his  judgments  might  surmise),  often  took  a 
very  different  view  of  the  critical  evidence  from  that 
of  Westcott  and  Hort,  '  and  never  failed  very  fully, 
and  often  very  persuasively,  to  express  it.'  Those 
must,  indeed,  have  been  hours  of  education  in  the 
Jerusalem  Chamber,  when  the  '  critical  duel '  be- 
tween Dr.  Scrivener  and  Dr.  Hort  was  waged  with 
all  the  resources  of  learning  and  skill.  Out  of  the 
total  changes,  it  is  believed  that  there  are  only  64 
passages  in  the  whole  New  Testament  where  the 
Revisers'  text  agrees  with  that  of  Westcott  and 
Hort  unsupported  by  either  Lachmann,  Tischendorf, 
or  Tregelles.  Dr.  Ellicott,  indeed,  declares  his 
deliberate  conviction '  that  it  is  '  one  of  the  two 
best  texts  of  the  New  Testament  at  present  extant,' 
the  other  being  that  of  Prof.  Nestle  {3rd  ed.,  Stutt- 
gart, 1901).  With  hardly  less  emphasis,  and  with 
perhaps  even  weightier  judgment,  does  the  Bishop 
of  Durham  say  * : — 

■  No  part  of  the  work  of  the  Revisers  has  been  more  violently 
or  unintelligenlly  attacked  than  iheir  revision  of  the  Greek 
text:  no  part  of  their  work  will  commend  itself,  I  believe,  more 
completely  to  scholars  at  least  of  the  next  generation.' 

The  justification  of  such  an  achievement  as  the 

>  Addrnses.  p.  63. 

'  Somi  LtssoHS  0/  Ike  Revised  VtraioH,  p.  ao8.    The  Greek  (eit  of  tfae 

Revisers  was  published  by  Archdeacon  Palmer  (Oxford,  lStJ3) ;  >Dd  at 
Cambridge  Dr.  Scrivener  issued  a  volume  CDDtainiDg  the  leit  underlyiae  tlie 
Authoriaed  Vcreioa  with  Uie  RevUera'  variauta  iu  foot-ootes. 
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Revision  of  the  IBible  must  be  left  to  time.  It  is 
easy  for  any  single  critic  to  point  to  passages  where 
he  desires  a  different  reading  or  another  translation. 
In  the  New  Testament,  in  particular,  the  Revisers 
have  occasionally  been  swayed  by  ecclesiastical 
usage  in  defiance  of  principles  of  uniformity,  as 
in  the  frequent  retention  of  Holy  Ghost  for  Holy 
Spirit  {against  which  the  American  Company  pro- 
tested), or  by  regard  for  devout  sentiment  as  in  the 
translation  of  Paraclete  by  '  Comforter'  in  one  set 
of  passages  and  '  Advocate  '  in  another.  But  on 
the  other  hand,  in  numerous  cases  uniformity  of 
rendering  has  been  secured  with  great  advantage, 
especially  in  quotations  [e.g.  Rom.  island  Hebr. 
10"),  and  in  parallel  passages  in  the  Gospels,  or  in 
antithetic  expressions  such  as  Matt.  23"  (cp.  Luke 
14",  18").  Conversely,  care  has  been  taken  not  to 
confound  the  different  ideas  of  Hades  and  Gehenna 
in  a  common  '  hell '  ;  in  the  Old  Testament,  how- 
ever, the  treatment  of  Sheol  is  far  from  satisfactory, 
though  the  margin  usually  enables  the  student  to 
avoid  serious  error.^  Other  words  which  have 
played  a  considerable  part  in  older  theologies, 
such  as  '  predestination,'  '  atonement,'  '  in6del,' 
'damnation,'  have  been  replaced  by  terms  with 
less  definite  symbolic  import  The  desire  for 
grammatical  accuracy  has  led  to  a  considerable 
number  of  small  changes.  The  significance  of 
tenses    has   been   far  better   understood,  especially 

'  The  American  Cnmpany  advised  the  retention  of  the  ancient  name, 
M  a*  to  leave  the  determination  of  its  scope  in  any  special  passage  to  the 
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in  the  Old  Testament  (compare  such  different 
instances  as  Jer.  20^'"'  and  Isaiah  S^^),  entire 
passages  in  the  prophetic  books  suddenly  becoming 
instinct  with  vigour  out  of  confusion  and  obscurity. 
A  new  sense  of  Hebrew  style  pervades  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  miner's  toil  at  the  opening  of  Job  28 ; 
or  (though  the  changes  are  fewer)  the  dramatic 
sequences  of  the  second  Psalm  (in  spite  of  the 
unsatisfactory  'kiss  the  son'  in  ^*).  Similarly  in 
the  New  Testament  the  distinction  between  the  im- 
perfect, the  aorist,  and  the  perfect,  has  been  again 
and  again  emphasised  with  advantage  ;  peculiarities 
in  the  use  of  the  article  have  been  noted  (though 
many  ambiguities  still  remain)  ;  and  special  atten- 
tion has  been  given  to  the  rendering  of  prepositions. 
The  change  from  '  in  '  to  '  into  the  name  '  in  Matt. 
28'*  removes  from  the  conception  of  baptism  a  sus- 
picion of  magical  efficacy ;  ^  the  divine  forgiveness 
is  no  longer  bestowed  for  Christ's  sake,  Ephes  4''.' 
Needless  glosses  cease  to  perplex  the  reader,  as 
in  /  John  3^".  Archaisms  have  been  removed, 
though  some  still  remain  like  the  '  chapiters ' 
of  Solomon's  pillars.  The  renderings  of  techni- 
cal terms   of   natural   history   (the  '  unicorns  '  have 

'  On  the  question  of  the  ort^nat  form  of  this  text,  the  reader  ahoald 
consult  the  remarkable  article  of  Mr.  F.  C.  Conybeare  in  the  HiUerl 
yeunal,  No.  [,  Oct.,  190a. 

*  So  keenly  did  the  venerable  Bishop  of  Durham  feel  the  significance 
of  the  two  prepositions  now  rendered  '  iitln  the  nnme  '  Matl.  38",  and  'in 
Christ'  Ron.  6",  that  he  could  write.  '  CerUinly  1  would  gladly  have  g!«n 
the  ten  years  of  my  life  spent  on  the  Revision  to  bring  only  these  two 
phrases  of  the  New  Testament  to  the  hearts  of  GnglishineD '  {Seme  Lrisfnt 
of  tht  Rrvittd  Vertion,  p.  63). 
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ppily  vanished),  of  archseology,  of  merchandise, 
ihave  been  greatly  improved  (see  for  instance 
Ezekiel's  well-known  comparison  of  Tyre  to  one  of 
her  own  ships  laden  with  precious  wares,  Ezek.  27)  ; 
while  similar  care  may  be  noticed  in  the  nomencla- 
ture of  the  New  Testament  (as  in  '  the  Skull ' 
Luke  33".  '  the  Market  of  Appius '  Acts  28'^,  '  the 
courts  are  open,  and  there  are  proconsuls  '  Acts  19**). 
Such  illustrations  might  easily  be  multiplied  at 
great  length.  On  the  other  hand  the  critics  of  the 
Re\'ised  Version  found  it  no  less  easy  to  draw  up 
Ksls  of  what  they  alleged  to  be  needless  change. 
L  Many  of  these  alterations,  however,  resulted  auto- 
tically  from  the  principle  which  the  Revisers 
nposed  on  themselves  as  their  first  law,  that  of 
faithfulness  to  the  original  text.  If  St.  Paul  repeated 
the  same  word  two  or  three  times  in  as  many  verses, 
or  even  in  the  same  verse,  so  would  they,  at  what- 
ever cost  to  agreeableness  of  rhythm,  at  whatever 
risk  of  monotony.  No  one  doubts  now  that  they 
were  right.  The  demands  of  modern  scholarship 
have  largely  increased  (especially  in  the  emenda- 
tion of  the  Old  Testament  text)  ;  and  no  revision 
can  ever  claim  finality.  But  the  revision  begun  in 
1871  marks  an  important  stage  in  the  treatment  and 
appreciation  of  the  Bible,  and  the  day  is  probably 
not  far  distant  when  the  general  advance  of  know- 
ledge will  call  for  the  adoption  of  the  new  Version 
in  the  public  ser\'ices  of  all  branches  of  the  Church. 


LECTURE  III. 

CHANGED   VIEWS  OF   THE   LAW 

The  aims  and  processes  of  critical  enquiry  into 
the  composition  and  meaning  of  ancient  documents 
have  always  a  twofold  significance.  It  is  the 
object  of  the  student  to  discover,  in  the  first  place, 
the  external  idiCts  about  any  literary  work  transmitted 
from  antiquity.  When  was  it  first  known  to  exist  ? 
How  far  back  can  it  be  traced  ?  What  witnesses 
testify  to  its  recognition,  and  what  is  the  value  of 
their  evidence  ?  The  answers  to  these  questions 
may  be  more  or  less  complete,  or  more  or  less 
imperfect ;  but  they  are  sure  to  suggest  further 
examination  of  the  contents  of  the  work,  and  a  new 
set  of  internal  facts  may  then  be  noted.  Etoes  it 
contain  any  record  of  its  own  composition  ?  Is  it 
possible  to  trace  the  materials  which  the  writer 
employed,  to  determine  their  relative  age,  and  fix  the 
mode  in  which  they  were  finally  combined  together  ? 
Not  till  this  has  been  provisionally  accomplished 
can  the  critic  enter  on  the  second  part  of  his  task, 
the  historical  reconstruction  of  the  past.     And  this 


1 

J 


lis  of  necessity  often  based  on  broader  foundations 
I  than  the  analysis  of  any  particular  book.     It  requires 
a  wide  survey  of  many  and  various  groups  of  cir- 
cumstance ;  and  that  view  will  be  found  to  be  the  most 
probable  which  best  combines  the  largest  number  of 
most  important  facts.     In  the    Old  Testament  the 
most  significant  alterations  wrought  by  these  prin- 
ciples of  investigation  during  the  last  century  con- 
cern the  five  books  of  the  Law,  or  the   Pentateuch,' 
■  and  some  of  the  books  of  the  second  great  division 
pi  the  ancient  Hebrew  collection,  viz.,  the  Prophets. 
Bn  each  case  the  processes  of  literary  and  historical 
irch  have  led  to  a  vast  transformation   in  our 
ideas  of  their  meaning  and  worth.     Let  us  attempt 
'  sketch  this  change,  first,  in  our  estimate  of  the 


I. 

The  prevailing  conception  of   the  Bible  as  the 

'  Word  of   God '  commonly  expressed  itself  in  the 

lelief  that  it  was,  in  some  sense,  one  book.     The 

Bt%'ine  Author  naturally  imprinted  on  the  product  a 

ijn  unity  of  purpose   and   meaning.      In  other 

•Olds,    there    was    a    definite    relation    between    its 

rts.      This    was   plainly    higher    and    more    pene- 

attng  than  a  mere  sequence  in  time.     Christianity 

bom   in   the   midst  of  Judaism,  and    the    Old 

Testament   was    closed    before    a  line    of    the    New 

pras  written.     But  the  Old  Testament  was  more  than 

s  called  hj  Otigen  of  Alexandria  and 
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the  simple  antecedent  of  the  New.  There  was  a. 
vital  connejcion  between  the  two.  The  earlier  system 
not  only  prepared  the  way  for  the  later,  it  implicitly 
contained  it. 

The  nature  of  this  connexion  was  a  frequent 
theme  of  speculation  among  the  early  Christian 
believers.  Their  thoughts  played  around  it  with  a 
singular  mixture  of  fancy  and  reasoning.  Even 
in  the  Gospels  themselves  there  are  traces  of  more 
than  one  answer  to  the  questions  which  it  suggested, 
and  the  apostolic  correspondence  is  full  of  hints  and 
allusions  to  themes  which  doubtless  received  ampler 
development  from  the  preachers  of  the  Church. 
The  accepted  methods  of  the  time  fully  justified 
this  treatment.  The  theologians  of  the  Synagogue 
had  practically  worked  out  the  idea  that  any  verse 
of  their  Scriptures  might  be  explained  with  the  help 
of  any  other  verse.  Heedless  of  the  context,  they 
wrenched  away  a  passage  which  perhaps  contained 
the  same  number,  or  a  similar  turn  of  phrase,  or 
some  superficial  parallel  of  thought,  and  applied  the 
one  to  illustrate  the  other.  They  lived  and  taught 
in  an  imaginative  atmosphere  in  which  suggestions 
of  likeness  became  realities ;  symbols  were  converted 
into  truths  ;  and  some  quaint  and  fanciful  resemblance 
sufficed  to  establish  an  identity.  This  was  not  pecu- 
liar to  the  Rabbis  of  Israel.  From  other  causes,  and 
along  different  lines,  the  poems  of  Homer — the  earliest 
literary  deposit  of  Greek  religion — and  even  the 
later  odes  of  Pindar,  were  handled  by  the  teachers 
of  the  great  schools  of  the  Empire  in  much  the 
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same  way.  And  the  Jews  of  Alexandria,  steeped 
in  the  culture  of  Greece,  sought  to  show  that  Plato 
and  Aristotle  had  borrowed  from  Moses,  and  by  ex- 
travagant allegories  converted  the  Pentateuch  into  a 
sort  of  mother  of  philosophies.' 

The  modern  reader  of  the  letter  of  the  Apostle 
Paul  to  the  Galatians  cannot  easily  bring  himself  into 
sympathy  with  the  strange  series  of  parallels  by 
which  the  Law  and  the  Gospel  are  compared  with  the 
two  sons  of  Abraham,  Ishmael  child  of  the  bond- 
woman Hagar,  and  Isaac  child  of  the  free  woman 
Sarah,  while  Hagar,  first  identified  with  Mount  Sinai, 
is  then  presented  as  the  Jerusalem  that  now  is,  Sarah 
suggesting  by  contrast  the  Jerusalem  which  is  above. 
The  persons  of  Hebrew  story,  geographical  realities, 
and  spiritual  symbols,  all  seem  hopelessly  confused- 
Still  more  strange  appears  the  Apostle's  adoption  of 
the  Rabbinic  legend  of  the  wandering  rock  that  fol- 
lowed the  Israelites  in  the  wilderness  to  supply  them 
irith  water,  and  his  sudden  identification  of  the  rock 
with  Christ.*  It  is  not  then  surprising  that  in 
/  Peter  ^'"'^  the  deliverance  of  Noah  and  his  family 
in  the  ark  '  through  water  '  should  have  its  counter- 
part in  baptism  ;  or  that  Paul  should  blend  the  figures 
of  the  pillar  of  cloud  and  the  divided  waters  at  the 
Exodus,  and  should  describe  the  passage  of  the  Red 
Sea  as  a  '  baptism  into  Moses.' 

It  is  of  course  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  that 


'  Cp,  Ftmtt.Niitory  of  IiUrrfirrlatio 
Mt.  II.  '  Rabbinic  EngeiU,'  Lecl.  111. 


,  1886  {Bampton  Lecture  for  t 
r' lejiandrian  Exegesis.' 
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this  style  of  interpretation  receives  its  completest 
exemplification.  That  little  treatise  has  been  aptly 
described  as  '  the  first  apology  for  Christianity. '^  Its 
main  object  is  to  vindicate  the  displacement  of  the 
venerable  Levitical  worship  with  its  central  sanctuary, 
its  priesthood,  and  its  sacrifices,  by  a  religion  which 
appeared  to  have  none  of  these  things.  In  doing  so, 
its  first  assumption  is  that  the  entire  series  of  institu- 
tions grouped  around  the  Mosaic  tabernacle  was 
essentially  divine.  They  were,  indeed,  only  the 
earthly  counterparts  of  heavenly  realities.  According 
to  a  mode  of  thought  familiar  in  ancient  India,  where 
the  poets  were  believed  to  have  '  seen  '  the  Vedic 
hymns  which  existed  eternally  in  the  world  of  the 
uncreated  and  unborn,-  Moses  had  been  permitted  to 
behold  the  ideal  forms  of  the  sanctuary  and  its  fur- 
niture ;  and  God  had  laid  on  him  the  solemn  charge 
— '  See  that  thou  make  them  after  their  pattern, 
which  hath  been  showed  thee  in  the  mount.' '  The 
historic  institutions  of  Israel  were  thus  only  a  '  copy 
and  shadow  '  *  of  the  celestial  order  ;  they  belonged 
to  space  and  time,  to  particular  localities  and  per- 
sons, Under  these  conditions  of  sense  and  change 
they  had  inevitably  the  characters  of  derivation  and 
impermanence  ;  only  the  unseen  is  the  truly  real.  It 
is  the  aim  of  the  writer,  therefore,  to  show  that 
Christianity  provides  an  enduring  high-priesthood,  a 
perpetual  sanctuary,  and  a  sacrifice  which,  being 
'  for  ever  '  (lo"),  has  an  ideal  or  eternal  value  never 

'  So  Dr.  A.  B.  Bruce,  The  Episllr  to  thr  Hebrrwi,  p.x. 
'S«eLect.Vni.  Jiu  *  Sxod.  as".        *Hthr.». 
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to  be  attained  by  the  daily  repetition  of  the  altar 
rites.  His  whole  delineation  of  the  meaning  of 
Christ's  function  in  relation  to  God  on  the  one 
hand,  and  to  man  on  the  other,  hangs  on  the  forms 
supplied  by  the  ancient  law.  Though  they  are  now 
superseded,  they  were  once  clothed  with  the  express 
sanction  of  revelation  ;  and  all  the  institutions  of  the 
old  are  reproduced  spiritually,  even  while  they  are 
actually  transcended,  by  the  new.^ 

Out  of  these  conceptions,  at  first  quite  vague  and 
inexact,  emerged  the  more  definite  ideas  summed  up 
in  the  words  *  type  '  and  '  antitype.'  'Adam,'  said  the 
apostle  Paul,  was  '  a  type  {KM .  figure)  of  him  that 
was  to  come '  {Rom.  5")  ;  and  in  the  incidents  of 
Israel's  wanderings  he  saw  the  'types'  (R.V.  ex- 
amples) which  were  full  of  warning  for  his  own  day  ; 
they  happened  '  typically  '  (R.V.  by  way  of  example, 
or  figure)  ;  but  they  were  written  (he  adds)  '  for  our 
vaming,  on  whom  the  ends  of  the  ages  have  come  ' 
(i  Cor.  lo*").  The  type,  then,  is  the  Old  Testament 
prefiguration ;  the  New  Testament  reality  to  which 
it  points,  is  the  '  antitype,'  standing  over  against  it 
as  its  counterpart,  related  to  the  type  as  the  true 
original  to  the  provisional  copy,  or  the  actual  object 
to  its  mere  shadow.  So  baptism  is  the  '  antitype  ' 
to  the  water  of  the  flood  (i  Pet.  3**).* 

Between  these  two  terms  ousted  a  subtle  and 

Tba  ^^nx  tbeme  is  treated,  but  in  a  much  co«r&er  form,  in  the  Epistle 
«f  Bvnabas.  contained  in  the  great  Sinailic  M.S.  of  ihe  Nevf  Testament. 

*  la  Hthr.  9",  however,  the  use  is  inverted ;  and  the  '  manufactured  sanc- 
IsaiT  '  i*  tlw  '  •ntit^pe  '  (R.V.  faltern]  of  the  spiritual  reality. 
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mysterious  connexion.  In  the  process  of  allegorical 
interpretation  the  persons  and  events  of  anfient  story 
were  treated  as  the  symbols  of  facts  or  thoughts  in 
some  quite  different  field.  But  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  serve  the  same  purpose  in  very 
various  ways,  as  illustrations  of  moral  and  religious 
truth.  The  application  was  not  part  of  the  story 
itself;  it  was  devised  by  the  interpreter.  The  type 
and  the  antitype,  however,  belonged  to  a  definitely 
constituted  order.  They  were  bound  together  in  the 
purpose  of  God ;  they  entered  into  the  providential 
design  which  made  all  history  one.  In  exploring  the 
scope  of  Revelation,  accordingly,  the  theologians  of 
the  past  gave  to  the  entire  system  of  these  hidden 
relations  the  name  of  '  typology.'  It  was  a  favourite 
theme  of  the  divines  of  the  seventeenth  century.' 
To  discover  the  types  in  the  Old  Testament  and 
their  antitypes  in  the  New  was  more  than  a  pious 
pastime ;  it  was  regarded  as  a  serious  contribution 
to  religious  truth.  Systems  were  devised  for  its 
regulation,  and  controversies  arose  over  its  legitimate 
limits.     One  of  the  last    of   these  expositions.  The 

'  Thus  it  held  »  prominent  place  in  the  Pkilologia  Sacra  oi  Salomon 
Glaisius,  1633.  which  went  through  repeated  editions.  In  vol.  i.,  1711 
(Amsterdam),  book  II. contains  a  Ion;;  section  on  'Types'  including  9  canoni 
of  inlerprelation  (pp.  it  l-j).  In  a  subiequent  edition  (t^ipzig,  1797)  Au 
Itmfifribus  accammodala,  all  this  is  set  aside  (vo!.  t\.  pp.  a>-ag).  Such  was 
the  progress  of  German  Rationalism,  Other  works  had  a  longer  life  in 
this  country.  The  Tropolagia,  or  '  Key  lo  open  the  Scripture  Metaphors 
and  Types,'  by  Benjamin  Keach,  a  Baptist  minister,  first  published  in  t6S2, 
obtained  reissue  BS  late  as  1779.  Guild'*  Mesrs  Unvnileii,  t620,  reached  a 
sixth  edition  at  Edinburgh,  tSig ;  while  Worden's  rke  Types  Untiled,  or 
the  GosptI  Piiked  est  of  the  Legal  CrrenoHies,  1664,  made  its  last  appear- 
ance in  1840,  under  the  auspices  of  the  Religious  Tract  Soeictjr. 
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Typology  of  Scripture,  from  the  pen  of  the  late  Dr. 
Patrick  Fairbaim,  Principal  of  the  Free  Church 
College  in  Glasgow,  and  one  of  the  Revisers  of  the 
Old  Testament,  reached  its  fifth  edition  in  1870. 

The  type  and  the  antitype,  it  has  been  already 
observed,  were  united  by  divine  arrangement ;  their 
relation  was  involved  in  a  pre-ordained  connexion. 
This  implied,  according  to  the  typologist,  that  'the 
realities  of  the  Gospel  which  constitute  the  antitypes, 
are  the  ultimate  object  which  were  contemplated  by 
the  mind  of  God  when  planning  the  economy  of  his 
successive  dispensations,'  and  further  that  '  to  pre- 
pare the  way  for  the  introduction  of  these  ultimate 
objects,  He  placed  the  Church  under  a  course  of 
training  which  included  instruction  by  types,  or 
designed  and  fitting  resemblances  of  what  was  to 
come.''  If  it  was  asked  how  far  this  system  of 
interpretation  should  be  carried,  different  answers 
might  be  given.  Bishop  Marsh,  for  example,  argued 
that  only  those  persons  and  things  could  be  regarded 
as  types  which  were  expressly  declared  by  Christ  or 
his  apostles  to  have  been  designed  as  prefigurations.* 
But  to  the  convinced  typologist,  resting  on  the  essen- 
tial unity  between  the  Old  dispensation  and  the  New, 
this    seemed    too  narrow    a  limitation.      What  was 


'  Fairbaim,  Typology,  i.  p.  69. 

*  Uthtm  on  Iht  Criticim  and  InttrpritaHen  of  the  Biile,  ed.  184a, 
p.  373.  Marsh's  reasons  were  obvious;  a  syslem  which  was  (ounded  by 
God  himself  could  not  be  left  to  chance  interpretation.  As  it  was  recorded 
by  iDspiritioD,so  it  needed  inspiration  to  explain  it.  This  was  the  necessary 
safeguard  against  wild  aberrations  of  which  examples  were  only  too 
plentifDi. 
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there  in  Sarah  and  Hagar  which  quaUfied  them  for 
this  character  while  Rebekah  was  excluded  ?  If 
Melchlzedek,  who  appeared  but  once  upon  the  sacred 
page,  belonged  to  the  divine  system,  could  no  place 
be  found  for  personages  so  much  more  familiar  as 
I  Joseph  or  Joshua  ?  and  Samson  surely  claimed 
'  admission  beside  Jonah.  The  passage  of  the  Red 
Sea,  the  incidents  of  the  wanderings,  were  full  of 
their  appointed  meanings ;  were,  then,  the  crossing 
of  the  Jordan  and  the  entrance  into  the  promised 
land  without  part  in  the  great  harmony  ? 

It  was,  however,  on  the  Levitical  ritual  that 
attention  was  pre-eminently  fixed.  This  had  at  once 
a  shell  and  a  kernel.  The  rites  and  observances 
which  it  enjoined  were  but  the  outer  covering  or 
vehicle  of  an  inner  essence,  the  spiritual  relations 
which  they  anticipated,  the  spiritual  truths  which  they 
embodied  and  expressed.  During  the  long  history 
from  Moses  to  Christ  the  condition  of  fallen  humanity 
remained  unchanged ;  man  had  the  same  sinfulness 
and  the  same  needs ;  and  the  same  God  condes- 
cended to  provide  for  them.  Under  the  Old  covenant 
and  the  New,  worship  must  have  been  founded  on  the 
same  principles,  and  in  their  '  pre-established  har- 
mony '  lay  '  the  bond  of  union  between  the  sym- 
bolical institutions  of  Judaism  and  the  permanent 
realities  of  Messiah's  kingdom.'  *  The  Tabernacle, 
accordingly,  was  '  constructed  so  as  to  express  God's 
ideas,  not  man's ' ; '  for  this  end  was  the  pattern 
shown  to  Moses  on  the  mount,  '  plainly  indicating 

'  Fairburn,  Tyfiolegy,  i.  p.  77.  '  IM.  ii,  p.  836, 
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the  high  importance  which  was  attached  in  the  mind 
of  God  to  the  proper  construction  of  this  divine  habi- 
tation,' and  what  fulness  of  meaning  it  was  designed 
to  express.  Every  detail,  therefore,  had  some  hidden 
value  ;  the  colours  of  the  curtains,  for  example,  were 
chosen  with  the  Lord's  intent,  one  interpreter  finding 
red  '  significant  in  its  purple  shade  of  the  majesty, 
in  its  scarlet  of  the  life-giving  property  of  God ' ; 
while  another  saw  in  red  '  the  expression  of  God's 
love,  inclining  as  purple  to  the  mercies  of  grace,  and 
as  scarlet  to  the  jealousy  of  judgment.' '     The  use 

'  A  recent  gpecimen  of  '  legititnale  typical  interpretalion  '  is  offered  by 
tlw  Rev.  R.  L.  Ottley.  lometime  Principal  uf  the  Pusey  House,  Oxford,  in 
hU  Atfrtltaf  the  Old  Ttslamtnt.  1898,  p.  36[.  '  In  its  general  character 
il  it  not  difficult  to  see  that  the  '  Tent  of  Meeting  '  is  a  type  of  Him  who  was 
madf  fiiik  And  tabernacltd  among  as;  and  that  each  several  part  or 
chmber  is  embTematic  of  a  dispensation  in  redemptive  history.  The  outer 
court  with  its  bleeding  ucriRces  and  its  laver  of  purification  symboiizes  the 
prcpaiilory  stage  of  Mossism  with  its  sacrificial  system  and  comprehensive 
ceremonialiiTn.  The  number  five,  which  is  the  prevailing  figure  in  the 
EBeunrements  of  the  court,  being  half  of  ten,  the  number  of  perfection, 
•crvcs  to  convey  the  moral  idea  of  incompleteness,  while  the  inferior  metals 
employed  in  the  construction  of  the  altar  and  the  laver  symbolize  what  is 
anperfecl  and  rudimentary.  The  Holy  Place  entered  by  the  veil  which 
■epaiated  it  from  the  court  contained  three  symbolic  objects — the  golden 
alUi  of  Incense,  the  table  on  which  stood  the  pure  vegetable  oblation  of  the 
shewbroad,  and  the  seven -branched  candlestick  with  its  lamps.  Here  faith 
ouy  Gad  a  type  or  representation  of  the  Christian  Church  with  its  Eucharist, 
its  Mvcnfold  gift  of  the  Spirit,  its  perpetual  intercession  in  union  with  that 

«t  in  ascended  High  Priest The  realities  of  heaven  itself  were  typified 

bj  IliB  most  Holy  Place.  lU  very  form  was  an  emblem  of  God's  dwelling- 
pbcc,  fir  lit  length  and  Ike  breadth  and  the  height  of  it  were  equal.  It 
formed  a  perfect  cube  of  ten  cubits,  as  if  to  suggest  the  ideal  ultimate  per- 
lectioD  which  the  kingdom  of  God  was  destined  to  attain.' 

Similarly  <p.  263)  '  the  colours  also  are  symbolic :  white  is  the  emblem 
of  holiaess,  of  soiled  robes  cleansed  from  stain.  Blue,  the  colour  of  the 
■apphire  stone,  suggested  the  heavenliness  of  the  divine  calling.  Scarlet. 
the  colour  of  blood,  signifies  created  life.  Purple,  the  intermingling  of 
•cariet  asd  bine,  is  a  symbol  of  the  union  of  two  natures,  divine  and  hnnan.' 
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I  of  the  laver,  the  daily  ritual  of  the  altar  (or,  as  Dr. 
Fairbairn  grimly  translates  its  distinctive  name,  '  the 
slaughtering-place'),  the  appointed  ceremonies  for 
the  Nazirite  or  the  leper,  all  fall  into  their  places  as 
typical  of  different  aspects  of  the  relation  of  the 
sinner  to  God,  whose  communion  can  only  be  realised 
'  through  an  avenue  of  blood,'  so  that  '  the  sentence 
of  death  must  ever  be  found  lying  across  the 
threshold  of  life.'  '  The  pre-eminent  instance  of 
this  was  of  course  discovered  in  the  elaborate  service 
of  the  Day  of  Atonement.*  Ot  all  the  ancient  ritual 
this  part  '  has  received  the  most  explicit  application 
from  the  pen  of  inspiration.'  Dr.  Fairbairn's  exposi- 
tion does  not  go  beyond  that  of  the  author  of  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews.  Other  interpreters  have 
been  less  reserved.^     If  the  high  priest  robed  himself 

'  Tj/polrgy,  ii,  p.  301.        >  In  Lnit.  16. 


I  Day  of  Atone- 

,  by   Samuel   Mather 
of  Richard  Mather. 


»  The  curious  reader  may  look  at  '  the  Gospel  of  the  1 
snt '  in  Tht  Figures  and  Typrs  of  tkr  Old  Tesfamtnl. 
(and  ed.   1705,  pp.  450.9).     Mather  was  the  eldes 

liater  of  Toileth  Park  Chapel,  Liverpool,  and  accompanied  his  fall.et  to 
New  England  in  1635,  as  a  boy  of  nine  years  old.  He  wai  educated  at  the 
»Bwly  founded  Harvard  College,  Cambridge,  Masi,,  where  he  graduated 
U.A.  in  1643.  Returning  to  this  country  he  became  fellow  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  and  was  ordained  to  the  Congregatiunal  ministry  in  the 
church  of  St,  Nicholas,  Dublin, being  co.pastor  with  Dr.  Winter,  Provost  of 
Trinity  College,  also  a  Congregationalist.  After  1662*  he  carried  on  his 
ninistry  in  private,  and  died  at  Dublin  in  1671.  His  work  was  published 
posthumously  by  the  pious  care  of  his  brother  Nathanael  in  1683.  Mather's 
interpretations  of  Lit.   16  are  quite  restrained  in  comparison  with  those  of 


le  of  hi: 


1  thes, 


e  field. 


'  The  congregation  which  he  had  gathered  continued  to  assemble  first 
in  his  house,  and  then  in  a  meetinft-house  which  they  built  in  New  Row. 
From  there  they  migrated  about  1738  to  a  chapel  erected  by  them  in  Eustace 

I    Street.     In  that  chapel  in  i8a8  the  Rev.  James  Martineau  was  ordained  to 

I   the  ministry. 
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in  white  linen  and  then  in  due  course  laid  the  vest- 
ment aside,  he  typified  the  assumption  by  Christ  of 
the  likeness  of  sinful  flesh,  and  his  subsequent  renun- 
ciation of  it  when  his  work  on  earth  was  done.  The 
two  goats  denoted  his  twofold  nature,  the  slain  goat 
a  dying,  and  the  live  goat  a  risen  Saviour.  But  the 
live  goat  was  banished  into  the  wilderness,  so  while 
its  slaughtered  fellow  prefigured  the  crucified  Jesus, 
the  goat  devoted  to  Azazel  found  its  antitype  in 
Barabbas,  or  in  the  Jewish  people  sent  into  the  desert 
of  the  wide  world,  with  God's  curse  upon  them.'  The 
whole  of  the  institutions  under  the  Old  Covenant 
were  thus  converted  into  a  divine  drama  the  signifi- 
cance of  which  was,  however,  hidden  from  the  per- 
formers. Age  after  age  the  solemn  ordinances 
imposed  by  Omnipotence  were  duly  fulfilled,  but 
priest  and  people  were  alike  ignorant  of  what  they 
did.  The  mystery  was  preserved  for  more  than  a 
thousand  years.  Not  till  the  death  of  Christ  did  the 
commands  of  Heaven  receive  their  meaning,  and  then 
they  were  superseded.  The  Law,  according  to  this 
singular  theory,  only  became  intelligible  at  the 
moment  when  it  was  abolished. 


II. 
The  system  of  Scriptural  Typology  was  founded 
on  the  assumption  that  the  first  five  books  of  the 
Bible  were  composed  by  Moses.  The  details  of  the 
religious  institutions  which  he  established  were 
directly  communicated  to  him  by  the  Most  High, 

'  lUd.  u.  p.  395. 
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and  bore  secret  reference  to  the  truths  afterward« 
embodied  in  the  person  of  Christ  and  the  rites  of  thJ 
Church.  How  far  is  this  view  sustained  by  the  his^ 
torica!  enquiries  of  the  last  century  ?  m 

The  theory  of  the  Mosaic  authorship  of  thM 
Pentateuch  was  inherited  by  Christianity  froiM 
Judaism.  It  was  the  belief  of  the  Rabbis.  JesvaM 
had  no  doubt  learned  it  in  the  synagogue  schoolJ 
and  the  apostles  carried  it  with  them  when  thew 
justified  (he  new  faith  by  appealing  to  the  Scrip<l 
tures  of  the  old.  Philo  in  Alexandria  and  JosephuJ 
in  Palestine,  the  representatives  of  the  finest  Jewisffl 
culture  in  the  first  centur)'  of  our  era,  both  elaboJ 
rately  explain  how  Moses  could  write  the  account  otm 
his  own  death  at  the  close  of  the  book  of  Deuter*fl 
onomy.'  Hints  of  difficulty  on  various  grounds  arisel 
here  and  there,  but  a  thousand  years  were  to  pasn 
before  the  famous  Spanish  Rabbi  Ibn  Ezra  {io88-« 
1167)  in  a  commentary  on  Deui.  1'  pointed  out  inl 
veiled  and  mysterious  language  the  existence  of  am 
number  of  passages  belonging  to  an  age  much  late« 
than  Moses.  In  the  sixteenth  century  the  newj 
learning  brought  a  host  of  critics,  both  Catholicj 
and  Protestant,  into  the  field,  who  recognised  morea 
or  less  frankly  that  additions  had  been  made  to  thej 
Mosaic  documents  long  after  his  rime.  Philosophy^ 
in  the  persons  of  Thomas  Hobbes  and  Benedict 
Spinoza,   addressed    itself   more   thoroughly  to    the 

'  On  the  whole  critical  history  jee  Addia,  The  Doeumenli  ef  Ike  HrJca- 
tiuth.  vol.  i.,  iSga.  vol.  ii„  1898,  or  The  HtxaUuch,  edited  by  Carped"  &Dd  ' 
BaCtersby,  vol.  i.,  1900,  Or  Tke  Composition  of  the  Hexalettch,  bj  J.  EstUilS 
Carpenter,  1903,  chapg.  iii.  and  iv. 
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problem  ;  the  penetrating  criticisms  of  Spinoza  call- 
ing forth  a  remarkable  defence  from  Father  Simon, 
of  the  congregation  of  the  Oratory  in  Paris,  who  fully 
admitted  that  the  Pentateuch  was  compiled  out  of 
various  materials,  but  suggested  no  clue  to  their 
separation.  This  was  the  achievement  of  another 
Catholic  writer,  Jean  Astruc,  a  French  physician  (of 
Huguenot  birth),  who  published  anonymously  at 
Brussels  in  1753  his  famous  Conjectures  concerning 
the  original  documents  employed  by  Moses  in  the 
composition  of  the  book  of  Genesis. 

Astruc  was  the  first  to  notice  the  significant  fact 
that  different  parts  of  Genesis  are  distinguished  by 
different  names  for  the  Divine  Being.  In  one  set  of 
narratives  he  is  designated  (as  in  the  opening  story 
of  the  creation)  Elokim  or  '  God  ' ;  in  another  Yak- 
wtfA,  represented  in  the  English  Bible  by  'the  Lord." 
No  reason  could  be  given  for  this  singular  alteration. 
Astruc  explained  it  by  the  supposition  that  it  was 
due  to  the  use  of  independent  documents,  which  had 
been  subsequently  combined  by  an  editorial  hand. 
He  accordingly    recognised    two    main    sources,  an 

'  This  term  has  come  down  to  us  [ram  the  Latin  Tersion  of  the  Vul- 
gate. OBed  in  the  Middle  Ages,  where  Dominus  -nzi  the  equivalent  of  the 
Greek  he  Kurim,  The  Greek  was  the  representative,  in  its  turn,  d[  the 
Hebrew  word  'Adhonay,  suhstiluted  out  of  teverEnce  by  the  reader  for  the 
■acred  name  YHWH,  which  (It  is  now  generally  agreed)  should  be  pio- 
noooced  Yahweh  or  Yahwf.  The  English  '  Jehovah,'  naturalised  in  the 
A.V.,  and  in  the  language  ot  devotion,  is  a  hybrid  word  which  had  no  ex- 
istence till  the  sixteenth  century  ;  il  is  in  reality  an  adaptation  to  modern 
spelling  of  (he  fcur  holy  leltera.  with  B  modification  of  the  vowels  of  the 
word  'Adhonay.  In  the  following  lectures,  dealing  with  the  phases  of  the 
relision   of    Israel,   the  ancient   national   nanw   of  Israel's  Oeitj  will  be 
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Elohim  narrative,  and  a  Yahweh  story,  running 
through  the  book  from  the  beginning  to  the  end.' 
At  once  a  flood  of  light  was  thrown  upon  the  pecu- 
liarities of  the  book.  Duplicate  narratives  of  the 
same  event  were  found  to  keep  the  two  names 
apart ;  while  in  a  story  like  that  of  the  Flood,  where 
the  inconsistencies  had  already  attracted  attention, 
the  appearance  of  one  or  the  other  coincided  with 
certain  groups  of  mutually  incompatible  detail. 

A  clue  was  thus  provided  through  the  intricate 
maze  of  the  patriarchal  age,  of  which  the  scholars 
of  Germany  were  ready  to  take  advantage. 
Foremost  of  these  was  Johann  Gottfried  Eich- 
hom  of  Gottingen,  who  first  formulated  the  task 
of  what  he  designated  (in  1787)  'the  Higher  Criti- 
cism,' viz.  to  ascertain  the  characteristics  of  the 
sources  out  of  which  any  particular  book  had  been 
compiled,  to  compare  their  representations  of  the 
same  persons,  events,  or  institutions,  and  determine 
their  method  and  their  worth.  Eichhorn  did  not, 
indeed,  carry  his  analyses  in  detail  further  than  the 
book  of  Genesis  :  but  by  his  conception  of  the  true 
aim  of  literary  and  historical  enquiry,  as  well  as  by 
the  wide  range  of  his  learning,  he  became  the  real 
founder  of  Old  Testament  criticism.  It  was  long, 
indeed,  before  a  definite  method  was  elaborated ; 
investigation  first  concentrated  itself  upon  Genesis, 
but  the   other  books  of  the   Pentateuch   could  not 

■  Besides  these  he  further  distinguished  a  series  of  fri.gmenis  which 
seemed  unconnected  with  the  two  chief  documents,  or  with  esch  other. 
These  {ten  in  all)  he  ascribed  to  Midianile  and  other  nomad  tribes,  as  they 
lay  for  the  molt  part  outside  the  main  current  of  patriarchal  history. 
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escape  the  student's  quest.  Already  in  1792  the 
learned  Scotch  Roman  Catholic  priest,  Dr.  Geddes,' 
announced  three  propositions  in  the  introductory 
chapter  prefixed  to  his  new  translation  of  the 
Scriptures  :  '  (1)  the  Pentateuch  in  its  present  form 
was  not  written  by  Moses  :  (2)  it  was  written  in  the 
land  of  Canaan,  and  most  probably  at  Jerusalem  : 
(3)  it  could  not  be  written  before  the  reign  of  David, 
nor  after  that  of  Hezekiah."  Concerning  the  materi- 
als out  of  which  it  was  composed,  Geddes  expressed 
himself  with  both  freedom  and  insight  * : 

'But  though  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  the  Pentateuch  was 
reduced  into  its  present  form  in  the  reign  of  Solomon,  I  am  fully 
persuaded  that  it  was  compiled  from  ancient  documents,  some  of 
which  were  coeval  with  Moses,  and  some  even  anrerior  to  Moses. 
Whether  all  these  were  writien  records,  or  many  of  them  only  oral 
mditions,  it  would  be  rash  to  determine.  It  is  my  opinion  that 
Ibe  Heiirews  had  no  written  documents  before  the  days  of  Moses  ; 
and  that  all  their  history  prior  to  that  period  is  derived  from  monu. 
tcenial  indexes  or  traditiotial  tales.  Some  remarkable  tree  under 
which  a  patriarch  had  resided  j  some  pillar  which  he  had  erected  ; 
some  heap  which  he  had  raised  ;  some  ford  which  he  had  crossed  ; 
Bome  spot  where  he  had  encamped  ;  some  field  which  he  had 
purchased ;  the  tomb  in  which  he  had  been  laid — all  these  served 
■s  so  many  links  to  hand  his  story  down  to  posterity,  and  corrch 
bonled  the  oral  testimony  transmitted  from  generation  to  gen- 
eration in  simple  narratives  or  rustic  songs.  That  the  marvellous 
would  sometimes  creep  into  these  we  can  easily  conceive ;  but 
ftill  Ibe  essence,  or  at  least  the  skeleton  of  history,  was  preserved,' 

The  story  of  the  progress  of  critical  enquiry 
cannot  be  recited  here.  It  must  suffice  to  sum- 
jnanse  very  briefly  the  main  results  of  the  literary 
analysis,  before  indicating  the  method  of  historical 

^  See  Lact  1.  p.  55.       '  VoL  1.  p.  xis. 
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Tr.*:  reii  krY  ::■  :i>r  iidDi-shDrc  :c  tie  Pesia- 
Exod.  6 : — 

and  unto  Ja«ri  as  God  AJsr-'grrr  '^'  Jj«a&cs:\  bcc  rw  iet 
Vahwth  I  was  n-x  kr>o»7i  lo  :b*=. 

Such  revelations  are  record-rd ::-  Abrah^r=  ri  drw. 
1 7*,  and  to  Jacob  :n  35'*^.  But.  or.  the  c-ther  harxi.  the 
same  patriarchs  receive  simnar revelations  froni  Yah- 
weh,  15^  and  28'"^;  altars  are  built  to  hin:  at  various 
places  O  2*,  1 3* ",  2 1 ",  etc. ;:  it  is  in  his  P-ame  that 
Abraham's  servant,  in  search  of  a  bride  tor  his  master's 
son,  is  welcomed  at  the  citv  of  Nahor  bv  Laban. 
24" ;  and  it  is  of  such  ancient  use  that  it  can  be 
said  of  the  family  of  Adam,  *  then  began  men  to 
call  upon  the  name  of  Yahweh/  4* 

There  are,  therefore,  two  entirely  different  theories 
of  the  religious  history  of  Israel's  progenitors,  which 
run  right  through  the  book  of  Genesis  to  the  age  of 
Moses.  The  revelations  of  El  Shaddai  in  17  and 
35  supply  test-passages  for  the  patriarchal  narratives, 
and  a  document  can  be  very  easily  isolated  from  the 
opening  account  of  creation  to  the  oppression  in 
P2gypt,  consisting  of  a  series  of  sections  marked  by 
the  initial  formula  '  These  are  the  generations 
.  .  .'  {Gen,  2**,  which  no  doubt  once  stood  before 
\\  e,  \o\  1 1^«^,  25" ^•,  z^\  S?**)-  The  style  and 
matter  of  this  narrative  are  so  peculiar  that  it  can 
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be  readily  recognised,  and  it  proves  to  be  a  brief  in- 
troduction to  a  great  book  of  Priestly  Law,  embody- 
ing the  description  of  the  '  Dwelling '  (so  R.V. 
margin  rightly  in  Exod.  25*)  contained  in  Exod. 
25-31  (and  again  in  35-40),  the  establishment  of  the 
Aaronic  priesthood  and  the  inferior  Levirical  order, 
I  together  with  a  vast  mass  of  legislation  in  the  books 
Leviticus  and  Numbers,  terminating  with  an 
iccount  of  incidents  and  laws  assigned  to  the  last 
w  months  of  Moses'  life,  in  Num.  26-36.  This 
■eat  collection  is  now  commonly  designated  the 
■*riestly  Code,  and  is  marked  by  the  symbol  P.  Its 
lentral  conceptions  are  the  place  of  the  forefathers 
►f  Israel  in  universal  history  among  the  nations  of 
he  earth,  the  covenant  of  Elohim  with  Abraham  to 
)estow  the  land  of  Canaan  on  his  descendants,  the 
olemn  adoption  of  Israel  at  Sinai  to  be  his  people, 
and  the  gift  of  certain  religious  institutions  designed 
■  on  the  one  hand  to  secure  the  divine  presence  in 
their  midst,  and  on  the  other  to  preserve  it  inviolate 
by  maintaining  the  holiness  of  the  nation  among 
whom  he  condescended  to  dwell. 

When  the  sections  of  P  are  removed  from  the 
book  of  Genesis,  it  is  soon  apparent  that  what  is 
left  is  not  by  any  means  homogeneous.  There  are 
duplicate  narratives,  and  inconsistencies  of  chron- 
ly ;  and,  above  all,  there  are  still  important 
passages  presenting  the  Deity  as  Elohim  to  the 
exclusion  of  Yahweh,  though  they  cannot  be  as- 
signed to  the  short  narrative  of  the  world's  history 
prefixed  to  P.     The  same  problem,  therefore,  again 
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presents  itself,  and  the  solution  is  similar.  There  are 
two  accounts  of  the  revelation  of  the  name  Yahweh. 
Prior  to  the  declaration  in  Exod.  6",  an  earlier 
announcement  to  the  same  effect  had  been  already 
made  in  3*".  It  cannot  be  doubted  that  the  name 
in  which  Moses  is  authorised  to  declare  his 
divine  mission "  is  as  much  a  new  name  as  it  is 
in  6*. 

There  are  still,  therefore,  two  documents  in  the 
remaining  mass  when  the  summary  of  the  '  genera- 
tions '  has  been  extricated  from  the  complex  whole. 
One  of  these  begins  with  the  story  of  Eden,  and 
relates  the  early  history  of  mankind  on  the  hypothesis 
that  the  name  Yahweh  was  universally  known.  Like 
P,  this  narrative  also  gradually  narrows  its  outlook, 
till  it  concentrates  its  attention  on  the  figure  of  Abra- 
ham and  his  descendants.  But  its  author  is  no 
legalist  advancing  swiftly  towards  the  solemn  ordin- 
ances of  Sinai.  He  gathers  into  his  work  the  rich 
and  varied  lore  of  tradition ;  he  loves  the  stories  that 
have  been  told  and  re-told  for  generations ;  he  de- 
lights in  the  play  of  character ;  he  reverences  the 
ancient  sanctuaries  of  time  -honoured  worship.  He 
tells  of  the  divine  call  of  Abram,  and  of  the  promise 
of  the  land  to  his  posterity.  The  scene  changes  to 
Egypt,  and  the  brilliant  administration  of  Joseph  is 
followed  by  the  tyranny  of  Rameses  ;  Moses  re- 
ceives his  high  charge  to  return  to  Israel  as  the 
liberator ;  the  people  escape  under  his  guidance ; 
and  after  a  sojourn  at  Sinai  where  Yahweh  in 
person  descends  upon  the  mount,  the  march  is  con- 
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tinued  till  the  tribes  are  camped  upon  the  Jordan 
bank.  Here  are  many  of  the  ideas  which  are  em- 
bodied in  the  Priestly  Code,  but  the  atmosphere  is 
quite  difierent.  The  author's  interest  is  engaged 
with  the  succession  of  events  by  which  Yahweh's 
long  purpose  is  to  be  realised,  and  the  personalities 
through  which  this  is  effected.  Of  the  sacred  insti- 
tutions so  dear  to  P  he  knows  absolutely  nothing ; 
and  the  brief  terms  of  Yahweh's  covenant  at  Sinai 
(Exod.  34"*'^)  ignore  them  altogether.  From  its 
eariy  use  of  the  sacred  name  Yahweh  (Jehovah)  this 
striking  record  of  Israel's  national  life  is  briefly 
designated  J. 

There  remains  the  third  constituent  of  Genesis,  a 
second  narrative  founded  on  the  view  that  the  name 
Yahweh  was  only  revealed  for  the  first  time  to  Moses. 
No  secure  traces  of  this  can  be  found  prior  to  the 
days  of  Abraham,  and  its  first  conspicuous  entry  into 
the  documentary  web  occurs  in  the  story  of  his 
sojourn  at  the  court  of  Abimelech  of  Gerar  in 
Gen.  20.  The  extracts  from  it  are  by  no  means 
so  copious  as  those  of  J,  with  which  it  is,  indeed, 
closely  united  by  many  affinities  both  of  style  and 
thought.  It  follows  the  same  course,  relating  the 
episodes  of  Joseph's  story  with  great  zest,  and 
marches  parallel  with  J  through  the  plagues  and 
ihe  exodus,  till  the  tribes  arrive — not  at  Sinai,  but  at 
Horeb.  There  a  solemn  covenant  is  made  with 
Israel  on  the  basis  of  certain  '  Words  '  (with  which 
is  now  incorporated  a  collection  of  '  Judgments ') 
in  Exod.  2o"-23.     This  is  the  first  legislation.     It  is 
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followed  by  the  institution  of  a  sacred  tent  {Exod. 
33'"),  pitched  outside  the  camp,  to  which  the  pillar 
of  cloud  (Yahweh's  symbol)  descends,  and,  standing 
at  the  door,  talks  with  Moses.  No  priesthood  is 
needed  for  its  service.  A  young  layman  of  the  tribe 
of  Ephraim,  named  Joshua,  is  appointed  to  its  charge. 
This  tent  is  carried  with  the  tribes  upon  the  march ; 
it  is  the  scene  of  striking  episodes  in  A'kth.  11-12; 
and  is  last  mentioned  in  Deut.  gi""'"^  when  the 
pillar  of  cloud  again  stands  by  the  tent-door,  and  gives 
Joshua  the  son  of  Nun  a  charge  to  prepare  him  for 
the  leadership  which  Moses  is  about  to  lay  down. 
The  general  ideas  of  this  narrative  resemble  those  of 
J  ;  but  it  is  distinguished  by  the  emphasis  which  it 
lays  on  the  prophetic  character  and  gift.  It  ex- 
pressly designates  Abraham  as  a  '  prophet,'  Gen.  20', 
though  we  are  told  elsewhere  that  this  term  first 
entered  Israel's  vocabulary  in  Samuel's  time  (i  Sam. 
lo") ;  it  gives  the  same  title  to  Miriam  ;  and  it 
assigns  to  Moses,  when  Joshua  is  jealous  of  an  in- 
fringement of  his  master's  prerogative,  the  sublime 
aspiration  '  Would  that  all  Yahweh's  people  were 
prophets  '  {Num.  1 1**).  The  restriction  of  the  narra- 
tive to  the  use  of  the  divine  name  Elohim  prior  to  the 
revelation  to  Moses,  has  secured  for  it  the  letter  E. 

Of  these  three  documents  are  the  first  four  books 
of  the  Pentateuch  composed.  The  relation  of  J  and 
E  is  so  close,  they  are  so  clearly  welded  together 
independently  of  P,  that  they  may  practically  be 
regarded  as  one,  and  we  may  say — speaking  broadly, 
— that  the  collection  from  Genesis  to  Numbers  is 
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compiled  out  of  P  and  JE ;  moreover,  their  literary 
form  is  determined  by  the  fact  that  the  editor  used  P 
as  his  groundwork,  and  inserted  into  it  portions  of 
the  united  product  JE.'  But  what,  in  this  respect, 
is  the  place  of  Deuteronomy  ? 

In  the  chronology  of  the  Pentateuch  the  book  of 
Deuteronomy  is  attached  to  the  last  year  of  the  life 
of  Moses  (2^",  etc.).  Its  opening  retrospect  recites 
the  story  of  the  conquest  of  the  territory  east  of  the 
Jordan,  the  overthrow  of  Sihon  and  Og,  and  the  pre- 
paration of  the  people  for  the  march  into  the  pro- 
mised land.  The  passage  across  the  Wady  Zered 
{Deut.  2")  is  identical  with  that  in  Num.  2i"'". 
Deuteronomy,  therefore,  covers  the  same  time  as 
Num.  26-36.*  But  how  great  is  the  difference ! 
Important  events,  like  the  census  in  Num.  26,  or  the 
campaign  against  the  Midianites,  31,  are  never 
named.  Laws  on  similar  subjects,  such  as  the  right 
of  asylum,  are  common  to  both  {Num.  35*"",  and 
Deui.  19'"),  but  they  not  only  vary  in  language  and 
style,  they  presuppose  independent  religious  and 
social  institutions.  The  Levites,  for  instance,  are 
fonnally  endowed  with  forty-eight  cities.  Num.  35'*, 
and  their  surrounding  lands  ;  while  Deuteronomy 
repeats  again  and  again  that  the  Levites  '  have  no 
inheritance,'  they  live  in  the  villages  and  hamlets, 
and  in  their  poor  estate  are  repeatedly  commended, 
along  ftith  the  poor  and  the  orphan,  to  the  bounty  of 

'  Tbis,  it  will  be  noted,  is  wholly  independrnl  of  the  question  of  the  rcia- 
ti*«B{cs  of  these  works. 

*  Alrckdj  ueipwd  to  P,  we  p.  1 1  j. 
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the  prosperous  householder.  It  is  inconceivable  that 
these  two  sets  of  laws  can  proceed  from  the  same 
hand  within  a  few  months.  The  book  of  Deuter- 
onomy, then,  stands  apart  by  its  situation  from  the 
joint  narrative  JE  (to  which,  however,  it  frequently 
refers) ;  and  by  its  contents  from  P.  In  the  docu- 
mentary notation  it  is  naturally  represented  by  D. 
The  Pentateuch,  accordingly,  which  opens  with  the 
stately  narrative  of  creation  prefixed  to  the  Priestly 
Code,  and  closes  with  the  impassioned  exhortations 
-of  Moses  in  the  plains  of  Moab,  may  be  resolved  intoj 
its  constituent  elements  as  P,  JE,  and  D.^ 


III. 

The  literary  separation  of  the  materials,  howeva 
tells  us  nothing  of  their  various  ages  or  their  mutui 
relations.     But    it    soon    becomes    certain    that 
three   great    works  P,  JE,  and  D,  were  not  all  pre 
duced  together.      There  must,  therefore,    be 
time-order  among  them  ;  at  least  an  attempt  muj 
be  made  to  arrange  them  in  some  sequence. 
even  this  result,  if  it  can  be  reached,  is  not  final ; 
may  give  us  a  literary  chronology,  it  tells  us  nothiii 
of  the  places   of  the  separate   books  in  the  actui 
centuries.     Two  questions,  accordingly,  soon  emei 
in  our  enquiry;   (i)  in  what  succession  were  the! 
documents  actually  composed  ?  and  (2)  is  it  p< 
to  fix  the  date  of  any  of  them  in  the  actual  chroifc 

'  These  docuuments  majr  be  atadied  separately  Jn  the  treatise  of  Uc3 
Addis  cited  above,  p.  no. 
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ology  of  Israel  ?  These  are  the  problems  of  his- 
torical criticism.  Owing  to  special  circumstances — 
the  independent  position  of  D,  and  its  relation  to  a 
great  national  and  religious  event,  the  reformation 
carried  out  by  Josiah  in  the  year  621  B.C., — the 
second  of  these  two  questions  was  the  first  to  re- 
ceive satisfactory  answer. 

TTiis  answer  came  from  a  young  student  of 
twenty-five,  W.  M.  L.  De  Wette,  who  published  at 
Halle  in  1S06  the  first  part  of  a  remarkable  little 
treatise  modestly  entitled  Contributions  to  the  Intro- 
duction to  the  Old  Testament}  This  book  laid  the 
foundation  of  the  historical  criticism  of  the  Penta- 
teuch. The  writer  pointed  out  that  the  central  insti- 
tution of  the  Priestly  Code,  the  Dwelling  and  its 
ritual,  assumed  that  sacrificial  worship  (and  there 
was  then  no  other)  could  be  offered  only  at  one  place. 
That  also  was  the  demand  of  the  fundamental  law  of 
Deut.  12,  expressly  limiting  the  popular  sacrifices  to 
'  the  place  which  Yahweh  should  choose,'  which  De 
Wette  had  no  difficulty  in  identifying  with  Jerusalem. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  whole  history  of  Israel  for 
hundreds  of  years  after  the  settlement  under  Joshua, 
showed  that  this  principle  had  in  no  way  controlled 
the  religious  practice  of  the  nation.  Neither  P  nor 
D  is  ever  recognised,  and  the  actual  proceedings  of 
the  accredited  leaders  of  the  nation,  priests,  prophets, 
and  kings,  are  in  complete  contradiction  of  their 
demands.  This  method  of  comparing  particular 
documents  with  the  actual  circumstances  recorded 

'  The  Mcoad  volume  followed  in  1807. 
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in  history  was  really  applied  for  the  first  time  in  any 
detail  to  the  books  of  the  Pentateuch  by  De  Wette. 
On  general  grounds,  then,  both  P  and  D  must  be 
later  than  the  time  of  Samuel.  The  fact  that  the 
description  of  the  Le\itical  Dwelling  in  Ex.  25-28 
could  not  be  reconciled  with  that  of  the  Tent  of 
Meeting  in  33^*",  and  that  its  arrangements  were 
plainly  modelled  on  those  of  the  Temple  in  the 
capital,  brought  P  into  the  age  of  Solomon  or  later. 
But  for  D  a  more  precise  date  could  be  fixed.  It 
expressly  sanctioned  the  monarchy,  while  forbidding 
a  repetition  of  Solomon's  excesses,  Deut.  17**"". 
Moreover,  in  4*  1 7*  it  denounced  a  particular  foreign 
worship  prohibited  in  no  other  laws,  the  cultus  of 
'  the  host  of  heaven.'  These  rites,  the  historian  of 
the  monarchy  informs  us  (2  Kings  21**),  were  first 
introduced  by  Manasseh  (692-639,  B.C.).  The  in- 
ference was  natural,  Deuteronomy  could  not  have 
been  written  before  the  seventh  century  B.C.^ 
Already  in  1651  Hobbes  (like  Jerome  in  the  fourth 
century  of  our  era)  had  identified  the  Deuteronomic 
code  with  the  law-book  discovered  in  the  temple  in 
the  eighteenth  year  of  the  reign  of  Manasseh's 
grandson,  Josiah,  621  B.C.     De  Wette,  then,  assigned 


*  This  of  coarse  assumes  that  D  is  practically  one  <rhoIe,  and  that  the 
passage  in  question  was  not  added  to  the  book  at  a  later  time.  Recent  in- 
vestigation has  shown  reasons  for  thinking  that  several  hands  may  be  traced 
in  the  book.  But  »11  its  religious  laws  and  exhortations  are  cast  in  one 
mould,  and  stamped  with  one  thought  There  cannot  be  any  great  limit  of 
time-variation  among  them  ;  moreover,  numerous  other  indications  (which 
there  is  no  space  to  mention  here,  see  Composition  of  the  HexaUuch,  chap  z.), 
converge  on  the  tame  century. 
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D  without   hesitation  to  the  seventh    century  ;   and 
this  result  has  since  stood  practically  secure.' 

The  condition  of  documentary  analysis  when  De 
Wette  wrote,  did  not  enable  him  to  form  any  clear 
conception  of  the  rest  of  the  materials  composing 
the  first  four  books  of  the  Pentateuch.  He  recog- 
nised that  the  bulk  of  the  Levitical  legislation 
belonged  to  a  group  of  narratives  beginning  in 
Genesis,  which  as  a  whole  he  designated  the  Epos 
of  the  Hebrew  theocracy.  This  corresponds  to  the 
modem  P.*  By  the  middle  of  the  century,  however, 
a  much  clearer  discrimination  had  been  reached,  and 
the  great  interpreter  of  Hebrew  thought  and  life, 
Heinrich  Ewald  (1803-75)  expounded  it  (in  his  own 
form)  as  the  preliminary  to  his  great  reconstruction  of 
the  history  of  Israel,^  in  which  he  gathered  up  the 
labours  of  thirty  years.  To  P  he  gave  the  name  of 
the  '  Book  of  Origins  '  (the  '  generations  '  of  our 
Bible)  ;  and  he  supposed  it  to  have  been  compiled 
under  priestly  influences    in    the    age    of    Solomon, 


sen  directed 


I  It  IS  still  a  moot  point  whether  the  code  v-'S  compiled  und 
or  in  ibe  reign  of  Josiah  himselF.  Much  alteation  has  of  late  be< 
to  ibe  sources  that  lay  behind  it,  Ihe  various  elements,  historic 
bortatoiy,  which  may  be  traced  within  it,  and  the  editorial  pr 
wbicK  (hue  were  combined  in  their  present  lorm.  For  a  detailed 
ot  lhe»c  questions,  see  TAr  Composition  of  the  Htxaleuch.  chap.  %. 

*At  a  later  date  his  views  became  more  defined.  In  t8:i3  Theodore 
Puker,  of  Roxbuty.  Massachusetts,  published  3  translation  of  the  fifth 
edition  of  De  Wette's  Ittrod.  lothiOT.  (originally  issued  in  1817).  Here 
tlic  cODtenti  of  the  first  four  boohs  are  distributed  between  an  Elohist  and 
a  Jehorist ;  but  there  is  no  distinction  made  betweeti  different  Elohistic 
writen  in  Gmrsis.  though  the  existence  of  triple  forms  of  the  same  story  is 
•ametimei  recofnised. 

•  First  edition,  i843-5g.  Seethe //■'ihiryq/'/ira;/,  edited  by  R.Martine«u, 
CupcBMr,  etc 
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when  it  was  called  into  existence  by  the  needs  of 
the  Temple  worship.  This  was  the  literary  founda- 
tion of  the  entire  collection,  and  it  extended  into  the 
book  of  Joshua.  Then  came  a  series  of  prophetic 
writers  (practically  three),  whose  work  might  be 
traced  in  Genesis,  Exodus,  and  Numbers.  This 
group  embraced  the  modem  JE,  and  was  distributed 
through  the  ninth  and  eighth  centuries  from  the  days 
of  Elijah  to  the  earlier  part  of  the  brilHant  reign  of 
Jeroboam  11.  (782-743,  B.C.).  Lastly,  the  book  of 
Deuteronomy,  written  in  the  reign  of  Manasseh,  and 
published  under  Josiah,  was  attached  to  the  pre- 
ceding collection  before  the  end  of  the  seventh 
century,  the  whole  being  revised  by  a  6nal  editor. 
Such  is  a  broad  outline  of  the  view  which  Ewald 
impressed  on  an  entire  generation  of  students. 
With  vast  learning,  quickened  by  a  passionate  sym- 
pathy with  the  genius  of  Israel,  he  attempted  to  do 
for  the  Hebrew  people  what  Niebuhr  had  done  for 
Rome.  He  grasped  the  important  idea  that  the 
patriarchal  stories  really  represent  the  relations  of 
tribes,  and  frequently  conceal  under  the  forms  of 
family  history  the  vicissitudes  of  inter-tribal  events. 
But  his  method  as  a  historian  often  appeared  de- 
fective. Sometimes  it  seemed  as  if  he  could  neither 
form  a  definite  conception  of  actual  fact,  nor  realise 
that  it  was  unattainable.  In  his  literary  analysis  he 
was  often  arbitrary,  in  his  critical  judgments  intoler- 
ant ;  nor  was  he  free  from  the  whimsical  and  fantastic, 
as  in  his  insistence  that  the  story  of  Samson  had 
originally  formed  a  five-act  drama,  two  feats  belong- 


OF   THE    LAW 


125 


ing  to  the  cycle  being  now  omitted.  But  he  had  an 
overwhelming  sense  of  the  greatness  of  Israel's 
religious  work,  and  the  inner  meaning  of  its  history. 
No  other  uxiter  so  profoundly  sympathised  with  the 
spirit  of  Hebrew  prophecy,  or  marshalled  in  more 
splendid  array  the  long  procession  of  heroes  from 
Moses  to  Christ.  The  principle  of  the  unity  of 
Israel's  development  found  in  him  a  strenuous 
champion ;  he  insisted  on  the  continuity  of  Christ- 
ianity with  the  past  ;  included  the  life  of  Jesus  in 
the  history  of  his  race ;  and  presented  the  whole 
vast  sequence  as  one  mighty  epic  of  the  true  faith. 

In  this  country  the  labours  of  Geddes  found  no 
successor.  The  fate  of  Milman's  attempt  to  bring 
ihe  representations  of  the  patriarchal  and  Mosaic 
ages  into  the  6eld  of  history  has  been  already  men- 
tioned.' The  stupor  which  enthralled  English 
Biblical  study  checked  all  enquiry.  But  at  length 
a  strenuous  voice  was  lifted  up  in  protest.  In  1847 
Francis  William  Newman*  issued  a  History  of  the 
Hebrew  Monarchy.  The  following  passage  clearly 
states  the  difficulty  : — 

*  If  the  Hebrew  history  has  hitherto  been  nearly  as  a  sealed 
book  (O  us,  it  is  because  all  the  academical  and  clerical  teachers 
of  it  are  compelled  to  sign  thirty-nine  articles  of  religion  before 
SMuming  their  office.  It  is  not  easy  to  conceive  how  little  we 
might  know  of  Greek  history,  if  from  the  revival  of  Greek  studies 
test  articles  had  been  imposed  with  a  view  to  perpetuate  the  ideas 
of  it  ctirreot  in  the  fifteenth  century ;  but  it  is  easy  to  assure 


'See  Lect.  I.  p.  19. 
*  Brother  of  the  mo 
ir  of  Latin  ii 


e  famous  cardinaJ.   Bom  in  1805,  he  ■ 
UDiversily  College,  Loadon. 
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the  Spiritual  significance  of  Israel's  history,  and  the 
same  unwillingness  to  place  his  subject  in  the  shaq) 
focus  of  historical  fact.  Again  and  again  the 
reader  asks  his  guide  '  What  actually  happened  ? ' 
and  is  answered  with  a  text.  The  method  of  en- 
veloping persons  and  events  in  a  golden  haze  in 
which  all  definite  outline  disappears  in  poetic  radi- 
ance, may  be  not  inapt  for  piety  or  edification,  but  it 
is  useless  to  the  searcher  after  truth. 

Meanwhile  more  powerful  forces  were  at  work. 
Dr.  Samuel  Davidson,  freed  from  College  duties,' 
issued  the  first  part  of  an  elaborate  Introduction  to 
the  Old  Testament  in  1862,  full  of  German  learning, 
which  presented  the  Pentateuch  substantially  in  the 
form  P,  JE,  D.*  Public  attention,  however,  was 
chiefly  occupied  with  the  rapid  development  of  the 
views  of  Bishop  Colenso,  in  the  successive  parts  of 
his  treatise  on  The  Pentateuch  and  the  Book  of 
yoshua.  They  exhibited,  however,  the  defects  of 
the  method  of  that  day,  in  their  lack  of  any  adequate 
grasp  of  the  principle  of  historical  development. 
Distributing  the  Pentateuch  into  three  groups  of 
documents,  (i)  the  great  Elohistic  narrative  (as  it 
was  then  often  designated)  beginning  with  the  first 
chapter  of  Genesis,  and  embracing  the  Levitical 
legislation,  (2)  a  succession  of  narratives  inserted 
into  it  employing  the   name    Yahweh,  and  (3)    the 

'  See  LeeL  I.,  p.  gj. 

•  The  nomenclature  of  those  days  was  diHerent.  A>  P  emplored  the 
name  Elohim  in  Grnesis,  he  was  designated  '  the  ElohisL'  B.  being  pUced 
chronotogicalljf  later,  was  styled  *  the  junior  Elohist.'  Deuteronomy  was 
ascribed  to  650  B.C.,  with  Ewald,  Riebm,  and  Bleelc 
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Book  of  Deuteronomy,  he  assigned  the  first  to 
the  age  of  Samuel.  But  he  made  no  attempt  to 
compare  the  institutions  of  the  Levitical  law  with  the 
religious  conditions  of  Samuel's  time,  or  to  ascertain 
what  evidence  there  was  of  their  existence  in  the 
brighter  days  of  the  monarchy  that  followed.  He 
was  on  surer  ground  in  fixing  Deuteronomy  in  the 
reign  of  Josiah.  though  an  attempt  to  identify  its 
author  with  Jeremiah  cannot  be  said  to  have  suc- 
ceeded. In  Part  V,  published  in  1865,  he  offered 
an  analysis  of  the  whole  book  of  Genesis,  verse  by 
verse,  the  result  of  minute  and  laborious  study,  with 
ample  linguistic  justification.  The  elimination  of  the 
sections  on  '  the  generations  '  (the  modern  P)  was 
comparatively  easy  and  consequently  successful. 
This  was,  for  the  first  time,  printed  consecutively, 
so  that  every  reader  could  form  for  himself  a  con- 
ception of  its  method  and  style.  But  the  critical 
instruments  of  thirty  years  ago  were  less  fit  to  cope 
with  the  more  difficult  task  of  distributing  the  re- 
mainder. The  work  suffered  especially  from  its 
limitation  to  Genesis.  Dr.  Colenso  reHed,  also,  too 
exclusively  on  his  phraseological  tests,  and  the  whole 
treatment  seemed  to  lack  the  historical  atmosphere. 
Yet  before  he  was  to  proceed  to  his  next  investi- 
gations, he  was  destined  to  undergo  a  complete  and 
radical  alteration  of  critical  view.  Part  V.  substan- 
tially adopted  the  German  order  of  the  documents 
(though  with  slight  differences  of  date)  ;  the  Priestly 
Code  (P)  was  attributed  to  the  age  of  Samuel ;  the 
patriarchal   stories    (the  modem  JE)    were    incor- 
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porated  under  the  empire  of  David  and  Solomon ; 
Deuteronomy  was  written  in  the  reign  of  Josiah,  pro- 
bably by  Jeremiah.  In  his  next  Part  (1872)  the 
great  collection  of  Priestly  Legislation  from  Exod,  6 
onwards  was  carried  down  beyond  the  Captivity,  and 
declared  to  be  the  result  of  codification  by  Jewish 
scribes  in  Babylonia.  There,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  great  majority  of  modem  critics,  in  Germany, 
Holland,  and  France,  in  Great  Britain  and  America, 
representing  a  wide  variety  of  theological  belief,  it 
remains  firmly  planted  and  defies  attack. 

How  was  this  remarkable  change  effected,  and 
what  has  been  its  significance  for  our  modem 
thought  ? 

IV. 

The  theory  of  the  Pentateuchal  documents  which 
may  be  said  now  to  hold  the  field,  arranges  them  in 
the  following  order,  JE,  D,  P,  and  finds  a  point  of 
attachment  with  secular  chronology  in  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Deuteronomic  Code  in  the  year  621  B.C. 
The  dependence  of  the  Deuteronomic  homilists  on 
the  collections  of  ancient  tradition  now  embodied  in 
JE  needs  no  demonstration ;  equally  clear  is  it 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  *  Judgments  '  of  the  first 
Legislation  in  Exod,  21-23  reappears — sometimes 
with  important  modifications — in  D.  What  concep- 
tion, then,  does  modem  criticism  form  of  the  origin 
of  these  earlier  documents  ? 

That  they  repose  upon  earlier  traditions,  that 
these  traditions  sprang  out  of  the  relations  of  tribes 
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and  groups  of  tribes  to  one  another,  that  they  tended 
I  to  acquire  more  systematic  form  in  the  process  of 
generations,  that  in  many  cases  they  were  connected 
(as  Geddes  so  shrewdly  conjectured)  with  notable 
monuments  of  time-honoured  antiquity,  or  in  others 
(as  in  the  Bethel  stories)  were  affixed  to  the  local 
sanctuaries    to   justify    the    inclusion   of  the  sacred 
trees    or    stone-pillars    of    Canaanite    origin    in    the 
cultus  of  Yahweh — all  this  may  be  said  to  be  now 
generally  recognised.     The  traditions  are,  however, 
brought  into  a  definite  genealogical    scheme,    and 
Jacob-Israel    with    his    twelve    sons    represents    the 
nation  as  it  was  first   possible  to  conceive  it  after 
the  genius  of    David   had   welded    it  together   and 
made  it  secure  against  its  foes.     With  this  numer- 
ous allusions  seem  to  harmonise.     The  servitude  of 
Canaan,  the  struggles  of  Edom  for  independence, 
the  vigour  of  the  Northern  Kingdom  of  Ephraim,  all 
Ipoint  to  the  centuries  which  followed  the  reign  of 
ISolomon.     The  main  idea  of  the  election  of  Israel 
llor  a  divine  purpose,  of  which  the  gift  of  the  land 
J  is  the  outward  symbol,  places  the  authors  at  once 
I  in  connexion  with  one  of  the  leading  themes  of  early 
I  prophecy.     Their  religious  vocabulary  has  numerous 
■  points  of  contact   with   such   writers  as  Amos  and 
1  Hosea.     As  E  constructs  his  narrative  on  the  theory 
I  that  the  sacred  divine  name  was  not  revealed  till  the 
I  days  of  Moses,  and  so  takes  a  more  reflective  view 
I  of  the  development  of  the  national  faith,  it  may  be 
I  presumed  that  his  work  was    later  than  that    of  J 
I  which  draws  no  such  distinctions,  but  imagines  that 
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the  holy  name  was  universally  known  even  in  the 
earliest  dawn  of  history.  But  it  has  become  abund- 
antly clear  that  neither  i  nor  E  can  properly  be 
ascribed  to  single  authors.  They  contain  materials 
of  such  various  ages,  they  have  so  obviously  acquired 
their  present  form  by  gradual  accretion,  they  have 
undergone  so  many  modifications,  enlargements, 
harmonisings,  that  they  must  be  regarded  as  the 
products  of  historico-religious  schools  rather  than 
of  individual  writers/  The  roots  of  J  are  probably 
planted  deep  in  Judah,  while  those  of  E  are  spread 
through  Ephraim  and  the  kingdom  of  the  Ten  Tribes. 
The  first  collection  of  J's  traditions  in  continuous 
form  may  perhaps  have  been  effected  in  the  ninth 
century  B.C.,  as  the  result  of  the  movement  which 
called  for  a  literary  record  of  the  origins  of  the 
monarchy.  It  is  now  recognised  that  such  collec- 
tions did  not  stop  with  the  delineation  of  the  Mosaic 
age,  or  even  with  the  settlement  under  Joshua. 
They  extended  through  the  period  of  the  Judges ; 
much  of  the  material  in  the  books  of  Samuel  may 
be  referred  to  them  ;  they  may  even  be  traced  in  the 
opening  chapters  of  the  books  of  Kings,  The  union 
of  J  and  E  in  a  kind  of  primitive  harmony  was  pro- 
bably effected  before  the  composition  of  Deuter- 
onomy, and  may  be  provisionally  set  down  at  about 
6^0  B.C.  But  this  did  not  exclude  the  possibility  of 
subsequent  additions  ;  and  it  is  certain  that  when  D 
was    incorporated    with    the    united    product    many 
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changes  took  place,  and  the  whole  work  was  sub- 
jected to  a  continuous  revision.' 

A  different  line  of  argument  leads  to  the  deter- 
mination of  the  place  of  P.  It  has  already  been 
hinted  that  the  two  great  legislative  sections 
Num.  26-36  and  Dent.  12-26,  which  Pentateuchal 
chronology  (on  the  assumption  of  Mosaic  author- 
ship) places  within  a  few  months  (or  even  weeks) 
of  each  other,  imply  the  existence  of  quite  differ- 
ent social  and  religious  institutions.  They  must 
belong,  therefore,  to  different  stages  of  Israel's 
history.  This  becomes  clear  from  a  similar  in- 
stance when  the  fundamental  law  of  the  unity  of 
the  sanctuary  in  Dent,  \  2  is  compared  with  the  per- 
mission accorded  in  the  First  Legislation,  Exod.  20**. 
There  numerous  altars  are  sanctioned,  and  Yahweh 
promises  to  come  with  blessing  wherever  the  wor- 
shipper commemorates  his  name.  That  rule  reflects 
the  usage  of  the  whole  period  preceding  the  great 
Deuteronomic  reform,  which  was  evoked  when  the 
abuses  at  the  local  sanctuaries  could  no  longer  be 
endured  by  the  prophetic  spirit.  The  study  of  the 
codes  embodying  the  regulations  for  Israel's  worship, 
in  connexion  with  the  evidence  of  popular  practice, 
thus  acquires  a  fundamental  significance. 

This  was  first  perceived,  as  has  been  already 
indicated,  by  De  Wette  in  the  case  of  Deuteronomy 
itself.  But  he  attempted  no  detailed  comparison 
between  that  book  and  the  Levitical  legislation.  As 
early  as    1832,  however,   Prof.    Reuss  at  Strasburg 

1  See  Tki  CampontioK  of  Ikt  Htxateuch,  chap.  x*i. 
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announced  in  his  lecture-room  that  much  of  the 
priestly  law  in  the  middle  books  was  later  than 
Deuteronomy  ;  but  he  did  not  venture  to  publish 
an  opinion  so  contrary  to  received  views.  Two 
young  scholars,  Vatke  and  George,  arrived  by  in- 
dependent lines  in  1835  at  the  same  result.*  The 
opposition  which  their  work  excited  prevented  further 
progress  in  that  direction,  till  a  little  known  Dutch 
scholar,  Abraham  Kuenen,  was  bold  enough  {in 
1861)  to  declare  his  belief  that  the  priestly  law  con- 
tained passages  which  could  only  be  understood  as 
developments  of  D,  and  the  way  was  prepared  for  a 
decisive  attack  on  the  traditional  criticism.  At  the 
close  of  1865,  Karl  Heinrich  Graf,  who  had  been  a 
pupil  of  Reuss,  published  two  essays  on  the  historical 
books  of  the  Old  Testament.  The  study  of  the 
records  of  Israel  before  and  during  the  monarchy 
convinced  him  that  the  Levitical  code  was  not  in 
existence  between  the  settlement  in  Canaan  and  the 
conquest  of  Jerusalem  in  586  B.C.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Chronicler,  writing  early  in  the  Greek  age 
(about  300  B.C.)  is  perfectly  familiar  with  it.  During 
this  interval,  then,  it  must  have  been  adopted  as  the 
rule  of  the  national  worship.  Graf,  moreover,  dis- 
cerned that  the  contents  of  P  themselves  belonged 
to  various  dates.  Fixing  on  the  group  of  laws  and 
exhortations  in  Lev,  17-26  (since  designated  the 
Holiness-legislation),  he  pointed  to  its  numerous 
parallels  with  the  writings  of   the    prophet  Ezekiel, 

>  Vatke's  BibUsctu    Thrologit  was   in  reality  a  prorouad  study  in  the 
pbiliwophy  at  bialory,  but  iti  Hegeliaii  terininolDgy  was  not  attractivik 


OF   THE    LAW 


135 


and  even  thought  it  possible  to  identify  him  as  the 
author.  Other  passages  had  been  incorporated  by 
Ezra  after  the  captivity.  In  this  country  Dr.  Kalisch, 
once  a  stout  champion  of  the  Mosaic  origin  of  the 
Pentateuch,  published  a  commentary  on  Leviticus  in 
1S67,  in  which  the  arguments  of  George  and  Vatke 
were  revived  and  enforced.  Kuenen  adopted  the 
new  position  as  the  basis  of  his  great  work  on  the 
Religion  0/ Israel  (1869-70).  The  brilliant  series  of 
articles  by  Wellhausen  (1876}  compelled  the  atten- 
tion of  Germany,  and  from  that  time  the  '  Grafians,' 
as  the  little  band  of  his  followers  were  contemptuously 
designated,  began  to  find  agreement  take  the 
place  of  ridicule.  Step  by  step,  with  fresh  support 
here,  with  modifications  there,  the  new  conception 
established  itself.  In  this  country  it  was  convincingly 
expounded  by  Prof.  W.  Robertson  Smith,'  who  made 
il  the  basis  of  the  treatment  of  the  Old  Testament  in 
the  ninth  edition  of  the  Encyclopsedia  Britannica. 
Its  embodiment  by  Prof.  Driver  at  Oxford  in  his 
well-known  Introduction  to  the  Literature  of  the  Old 
Testament,  and  by  Prof,  (now  Bishop)  Ryle  of  Cam- 
bridge in  his  admirable  essay  on  The  Canon  of  the 
Old  Testament,  sent  it  into  all  the  theological 
colleges  of  the  land.  Even  into  the  venerable 
pages  of  Smith's  Dictionary  of  the  Bible  did  it 
force  its  way ;  *  and  the  latest  presentations  of 
Biblical  learning,  whether  under  the  guidance  of  Dr. 
Hastings.'  or  of  Prof.  Cheyne  and    Dr.   Sutherland 

■  In  Tht  OU  Tislatntnl  in  Ihe  frwiih  Church,  iSSl ;  ind  ed.  189a. 

*  See  Ihe  new  edition  of  Vol.  i.,  published  in  1893. 
*  Dietiimary  of  tht  Bibtt,  4  vols., 
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Black,^  unhesitatingly  adopt  it.  Some  further  clues 
to  this  widely  received  conclusion  may  here  be 
added. 

The  language  of  D  throughout  implies  that  the 
principle  of  the  unity  of  the  sanctuary  has  yet  to  be 
recognised.  It  is  an  urgent  demand  in  the  interests 
of  religious  reform  ;  and  one  of  the  objects  of  the 
Deuteronomists  is  to  provide  for  the  consequent 
modifications  of  ancient  usage.  But  in  P  this  prin- 
ciple is  everywhere  taken  for  granted.  It  receives 
splendid  expression  in  the  creation  of  the  '  Dwelhng' 
which  D  never  mentions,  and  the  whole  presentation 
of  the  Levitical  ritual  rests  upon  it  as  a  matter  of 
course.*  The  Deuteronomic  protest  has  thus  won 
the  day.  New  questions  arise,  however,  concerning 
the  right  to  minister  at  the  altar.  The  Deuterono- 
mists repeatedly  describe  the  whole  tribe  of  Levi  as 
endowed  with  priestly  functions ;  and  even  en- 
deavour to  secure  for  the  disestablished  clergy  of 
the  village  shrines  the  opportunity  of  serving  at 
the  temple.  This  aim  was  indeed  frustrated  by  the 
Jerusalem  guild,  jealous  of  their  metropolitan  privi- 
leges. But  out  of  the  situation  thus  created  sprang 
in  due  course  a  pracrical  distinction  between  two 
orders  of  Levitical  functionaries.  This  distinction  is 
presented  in  the  Priestly  Code  with  the  utmost 
sharpness  and  severity.  No  Levite  may  aspire  to 
the  duties  of  the  altar  or  the  holy  place  reserved  for 

'  Encytlopadia  Bihlica,  vols,  i.-ili.,  1899-1903.  The  Eourth  volume  hu 
not  yet  oppeareti. 

*  Od  an  eiceptioQ  ia  Liv.  17  aee  the  note  Id  TIu  Hexateiuk,  vol.  ii. 
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the  priest  under  pain  of  death.  Here  is  a  cleavage 
through  the  sacred  tribe  which  is  not  only  unrecog- 
nised in  D,  but  absolutely  inconsistent  with  its 
emphatic  declarations.  The  mere  statement  of  this 
(act  would  seem  sufficient  justification  for  treating 
the  Levitical  arrangements  as  later  in  time,  and  on 
this  point  the  testimony  of  the  prophet  Ezekie!  is 
practically  conclusive.  Far  away  in  his  Babylonian 
exile  he  beholds  a  restored  Israel,  cleansed  by  the 
gift  of  a  new  spirit,  once  more  occupying  its  ancient 
land.  Upon  the  sacred  hill  he  depicts  another 
temple,  and  then  proceeds  to  set  forth  the  ordin- 
ances of  its  worship  {Esek.  40-48),  Some  of  these 
vaiy  so  much  from  Pentateuchal  demands  that  in 
later  times  it  was  actually  proposed  to  remove  the 
offending  book  from  the  Canon.  But  the  most  sig- 
nificant divergence  goes  much  deeper  than  the 
number  of  victims  at  a  particular  feast,  or  the 
repetition  of  ceremonies  of  atonement  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  first  and  seventh  months.  He  proclaims 
for  the  first  time,  44'*'*,  a  division  of  the  Levitical 
tribe  into  two  orders,  one  of  which  shall  have  the 
right  of  the  priesthood,  and  the  other  not.  This 
partition  is  expressly  grounded  on  their  past  conduct. 
Some  of  them  had  permitted  the  employment  of 
Gentiles  in  the  holy  house,  and  the  guilty  Levites 
are  consequently  to  be  excluded  from  the  privileges 
which  they  had  abused.  They  may,  indeed,  guard 
the  gates,  and  slay  the  offerings,  and  cook  the  sacri- 
ficial food.  But  no  more  shall  they  approach 
Yahweh.      It  is  not  necessary  to  enquire  whether 
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Ezekiel  rightly  judged  their  case.     The  point  is  thai 
certain    Levites   will  in  the    future    be    deprived 
rights    which    they    have    hitherto    enjoyed    uncha] 
lenged ;  while  the   Priestly  Code  forbids  them  thi 
exercise    of    those    functions   under  pain    of    deatl^ 
Ezekiel    proposes    to    create    an    inferior    order 
clergy  by  way  of  penalty   and  degradation.     In  I 
the  admission  of  the  Levites  to  attendance  on  thi 
superior  priests  is  represemed  as  a  privilege  due  \ 
the  gracious  election  of  Yahweh  himself,  who  accepti 
them  as  the  equivalent  of  his  sacred  due,  the  firata 
born  sons  of  the  whole  people.      The  inference  f 
inevitable.      Ezekiel   had   been    a  Jerusalem   priesH 
and  he  was  wholly  unacquainted  with  the  Levities 
arrangements  of  P.     In  other  words,  those  arran; 
ments  did  not  yet  exist. 

At  what  time,  then,  do  they  first  enter  withiJ 
historic  view?     In  answering  this  question   Kuen^ 
pointed  to  the  story  of  the  publication  of  a  book  t 
law  under  the  direction  of  Ezra  during  the  adminn 
stration  of  Nehemiah  in  444  B.C.'     A  great  meetir 
took  place  at  Jerusalem  on  the  old  New  Year's  Da^ 
near  the  end  of  our  September,  before  the  water-gat| 
{Nek.  8').     From  a  large  wooden  pulpit  on  whica 
stood  Ezra  and  his  supporters,  the  law  was  solemnJM 
read  aloud  to  the  assembled  men  and  women  throu; 
the   morning  hours  till  noon,  and  this  public  lection 
was  continued  the  next  day.     What  was  the  law- 
book ?     One  precious  clue  to  its  contents  survives  in 


'  This  is  Ibe  rewived  date  ; 
miqr  bave  been  ■  little  later. 


I,  however,  exposed  to  some  doubt,  and 
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the  statement  that  preparation  was  then  made  for  an 
Eight  Days'  celebration  of  the  Feast  of  Booths. 
The  observance  of  a  great  autumn  harvest  festival  is 
commanded  in  all  the  early  codes,  in  the  covenant- 
words  of  J  on  Sinai/  in  the  '  words  of  Yahweh '  re- 
ported by  E  from  Horeb,'  in  the  calendar  of  the 
annual  feasts  in  Deut.  \6.  D  is  the  first  to  desig- 
nate it  '  Booths,'  and  to  prescribe  a  seven  days'  cele- 
bration. But  the  Levitical  calendar  lengthens  it  to 
eight,*  and  enjoins  further  the  actual  construction  of 
festal  booths  out  of  boughs  of  trees,  which  were  now 
seen  in  Jerusalem  for  the  first  time.  The  statement 
that  no  such  ritual  had  been  observed  since  the  days 
ot  Joshua,  is  equivalent  to  saying  that  it  was  wholly 
new.  Was  Ezra's  law-book,  then,  our  Pentateuch 
complete,  or  was  it  the  Priestly  Code  alone,  not  yet 
united  with  the  earlier  documents  ?  On  this  matter 
opinion  is  still  divided,  and  weighty  names  may  be 
quoted  on  either  side-*  In  any  case  it  is  practically 
certain  that  additions  continued  to  be  incorporated 
in  the  complex  whole  even  as  late  as  the  third  century 
before  our  era.  Among  such  additions  must  pro- 
bably be  reckoned  the  ritual  of  the  Day  of  Atone- 
ment,' Lev.  16,  which  afterwards  acquired  so  high  a 
place  in  the  devotion  of  Israel,  and  expressed  with 
so  much  solemnity  the  national  consciousness  of  sin. 


'  £«m(.  34".        »  ExoJ.  a3".        '  Lev.  »f>. 

*  See  the  litu  \a  Thi  ComposilioH  0/ Ihi  Htxaliuch,  p.  361. 

*  See  Tlu  Composition,  etc,  pp.  390'',  30a 


140 


CHANGED   VIEWS 


The  Pentateuch,  then,  as  it  is  now  understood, 
represents  a  complex  growth  of  many  centuries. 
Few  scholars  would  now  seek  in  it  any  literary 
material  from  the  age  of  Moses ;  yet  it  contains 
ideas,  allusions,  legends,  that  travel  back  to  a  past 
already  venerable  when  Israel  crossed  the  Jordan 
and  began  to  occupy  the  land  of  Canaan.  The 
majestic  story  of  creation  with  which  P  opens,  in 
Gen.  1-2",  embodies  elements  of  almost  incalculable 
antiquity,  still  surviving  in  the  midst  of  later  thought. 
In  the  tale  of  Eden  and  the  expulsion  of  the  first 
man  and  his  wife,  primitive  reflection  has  offered  an 
explanation  of  the  problem  of  the  hardnesses  of  life, 
the  man's  burden  of  labour,  the  sufferings  of  woman- 
hood. It  is,  however,  impossible  to  review  here  the 
manifold  variety  of  ancient  lore  gathered  in  the  brief 
compass  of  the  early  history  of  mankind,  prefixed  in 
different  versions  to  J  and  P.'  Let  us  finally  en- 
quire what  are  the  general  consequences  of  the  reso- 
lution of  the  old  Mosaic  unity  of  legislation  into 
three  successive  deposits,  the  several  codes  of  JE, 
D,  and  P. 

A  word  must  first  be  said  about  their  form.  Prof. 
Robertson  Smith  some  time  since  called  attention' 
to  the  conventions  in  use  among  ancient  nations,  by 
which  the  continuity  of  the  legal  system  was  main- 
tained.    The   new  law  was  regarded  as  a  develop- 

■  See  some  remarlu  in  Lecture  VIII.  ;  i. 
'ThfOU  TatamtM  in  thtjtwish  Church,  and  «d.  p.  3S4. 
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ment  of  the  old,  and  the  same  sanction  was 
preserved  without  disturbance.  '  In  Roman  juris- 
prudence all  law  was  supposed  to  be  derived  from 
the  Laws  of  the  Twelve  Tables,'  just  as  in  Israel  all 
law  was  held  to  be  derived  from  the  teaching  of 
Moses.'  Moreover  in  the  Priestly  Code  much  im- 
portant legislation  is  conveyed  in  the  form  of  a 
narrative,  leading  to  a  difficulty,  a  question,  and  a 
decision.  In  other  words  it  is  full  of  cases  elabo- 
rately designed  as  precedents  ;  they  are  the  legal 
fictions  by  which  fresh  rules  were  made  binding,  and 
permanent  enactments  were  evolved  out  of  hypo- 
thetical incidents  in  the  Wilderness. 

But  behind  Moses  stands  the  figure  of  Yahweh. 
That  sublime  presence,  those  solemn  scenes  upon 
the  sacred  mount, — Sinai  or  Horeb — thai  mysterious 
pillar  descending  out  of  the  sky  and  standing  at  the 
opening  of  the  Tent  to  warn,  to  comfort,  or  to  cheer 
— that  radiant  glory  filling  the  holy  Dwelling  with  its 
splendour, — these  do  not  correspond  to  historic  fact; 
they  are  the  noble  symbols  of  religious  imagina- 
tion. One  after  another  of  the  ancient  peoples  of 
the  past  thus  carried  back  the  origins  of  its  civilisa- 
tion, its  knowledge  of  the  means  of  hfe,  its  primi- 
m'e  wisdom,  its  hallowed  rites,  its  law  and  its 
morality,  to  one  of  the  great  gods,  or  at  least  to 
some  teacher  who  was  more  than  man.  Beside  the 
Nile  Osiris  was  believed  to  have  ordained  the  wor- 
ship of  the  heavenly  powers,  appointed  the  offerings, 
regulated  the  order  of    ceremonies,    composed    the 

■  Smith  dies  Haioe,  Andml  Lxm,  p.  33. 
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texts  and  even  the  melodies  for  the  sacred  liturgies. 
The  books  of  Thoth  were  inscribed  on  the  walls  of 
the  temple  at  Edfu ;  in  them  were  enshrined  the 
secrets  of  divination  and  astronomy,  of  medicine, 
writing,  drawing,  of  arithmetic,  geometry,  and  men- 
suration, for  all  arts  and  sciences  drew  their  origin 
from  him.  Out  of  the  mystic  deep  came  Ea,  pro- 
claimer  of  laws  to  the  dwellers  by  the  shore  of  the 
Persian  Gulf.  In  *  the  book  of  Ea,'  an  ancient  coU 
lection  of  Babylonian  precepts,  were  the  King's 
duties  defined.  At  a  later  stage,  Nebo,  the  prophet- 
god,  dwells  in  his  temple  at  Babylon.  He  is  the 
author  of  inspiration,  science,  and  literature :  ilu 
tasmitUy  *  god  of  Revelation.'  The  great  codes  of 
ancient  India  bear  such  names  as  Vishnu  and  Manu, 
the  latter  being  the  ideal  progenitor  of  the  human 
race,  who  belonged  both  to  gods  and  men.  On  the 
Bactrian  heights  Ahura  Mazda,  the  '  Lord  all- 
knowing/  reveals  his  will  in  sacred  colloquies  with 
Zoroaster.^  Zeus  condescends  to  give  laws  to  Minos 
in  Crete ;  Apollo  prompts  Lycurgus  ;  Athena,  god- 
dess of  wisdom,  imparts  ordinances  to  Zaleucus  for 
the  Locrians.  To  Numa,  the  founder  of  Roman 
ceremonial  law,  are  ascribed  actual  books  containing 
the  sacred  lore  he  received  from  Egeria ;  they  were 
buried  with  him,  and  discovered  by  a  ploughman 
who  accidentally  ran  his  furrow  over  the  hidden  tomb 
in  the  year  i8i  B.C. 

Such  was  the  universal  habit  of  antiquity.      It 
was  the  mode  in  which  the  reverence  of  primitive 

^  Now  embodied  in  the  Persian  Scriptures  of  the  Ztnd  Avesia, 
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peoples  for  that  which  they  felt  to  be  above  them- 
selves, the  sanctions  of  law,  the  mysteries  of  religion, 
found  concrete  expression.  The  mind  of  ancient 
Israel  was  prompted  by  the  same  sentiments.  What 
had  been  originally  the  imaginative  utterance  of 
solemn  awe,  became,  however,  in  the  Levitical  legis- 
lation, a  stereotyped  formula.  We  can  trace  the 
literary  processes  by  which  successive  laws  were 
modified  and  combined  by  the  hands  of  generation 
after  generation  of  unknown  scribes ;  and  we  can 
often  account  for  the  quasi-historic  forms  in  which 
they  represented  ideas  that  were  in  themselves  of 
high  moral  and  religious  value.  But  we  can  no 
longer  attribute  these  methods  to  a  special  inspira- 
tion. It  is  freely  admitted  now  that  the  Levitical 
'  Dwelling '  is  an  ideal  projection  into  the  Mosaic 
age,  at  a  distance  of  eight  or  nine  centuries,  of 
modes  of  worship  partly  traditional  and  partly  new, 
which  the  designers  sought  to  introduce  into  the 
temple  ritual.  In  what  sense,  then,  can  we  affirm 
that  it  was  '  the  spot  where  God  could  be  approached, 
and  where  He  deigned,  under  conditions  of  his  own 
appointment,  to  draw  near  to  man  '  ? '  Was  it  one 
of  the  chosen  conditions  that  some  of  the  curtains 
should  be  purple  to  prefigure  a  far-ofi  union  of  two 
natures  in  one  person  ?  The  old  system  of  typology 
breaks  down.'  The  religious  institutions  of  Israel, 
like  those  of  every  other  nation  of  antiquity,  are  to  be 

■  Oltiqr.  Aaptcli  0/  tfu  OU  TtslamiHt  p.  247. 

'Compare  Ibe  very  different  tronment  by  Pror.  G.  Adam  Smith  in  Atodfm 
Cntintm  tmd  (te  Prtathing  ej  tht  OU  TtatttmnU,  1901,  Led.  V. 
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explained  by  history,  but  by  the  history  of  the  past,  not 
of  the  future.  They  do  not  embody  a  divine  design 
to  provide  the  ideal  forms  for  distant  centuries ; 
they  are  no  fresh  '  appointments  ' ;  they  are  rooted 
in  the  usages  of  immemorial  antiquity.  The  sym- 
bolism of  the  Dwelling  is  founded  on  that  of 
Solomon's  temple  ;  and  the  symbolism  of  the 
temple  rested  on  the  artistic  and  religious  types 
of  Assyria  and  Phenicia.^  The  Levitical  ritual  grew 
by  slow  stages  out  of  the  rude  practices  of  Arabian 
tribes,  modified  by  contact  with  the  more  developed 
usages  of  Canaan,  the  vocabulary  of  sacrifice  carried 
by  Phenician  priests  along  the  Mediterranean  largely 
coinciding  with  that  of  Israel.  In  the  rites  of  the 
Day  of  Atonement,  where  one  goat  is  given  to  Yah- 
weh  and  the  other  is  despatched  to  Azazel,  some 
ancient  custom  which  it  was  found  impossible  to  root 
out,  seems  to  have  been  regulated  and  legalised.*  But 
the  methods  of  Christian  *  gnosis  '  employed  by  the 
author  of  the  epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  while  perfectly 
natural  to  his  age,  can  no  longer  control  our  modes 
of  thought.  Least  of  all  can  they  be  ascribed  to 
the  Holy  Ghost.' 


^  The  lineal  dimensions  of  the  Dwelling  were  just  half  those  of  the 
temple,  the  plan  being  identical.  The  term  fuAal  or  holy  place  (in  the 
temple)  is  traced  by  many  scholars  to  the  Akkadian  t-gal,  *  great  house.' 

'  Cp.  Encyc.  Bibl.^  i.  col.  396. 

'  This  seems  to  have  been  the  true  import  of  the  arrangement  [for  the 
high  priest  to  enter  the  holy  of  holies  once  only  in  the  year],  the  Hofy  Ghost 
signifying  this  thereby/  Ottley,  Aspects  of  the  0, 7*.,  p.  249,  quoting  Heb,  9^ 
(the  italics  are  Mr.  Ottley's). 
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The  meaning  of  the  Law,  then,  must  be  sought 
elsewhere.  It  lies,  of  course,  in  the  fresh  light  which 
is  thrown  by  the  story  of  its  growth  on  the  whole 
course  of  Israel's  development.  The  books  of 
national  history  delineate  that  course  as  a  succession 
of  apostasies,  and  the  Deuteronomic  editor  of  Judges 
throws  the  vicissitudes  of  victory  and  defeat  into  the 
monotonous  form  of  repeated  unfaithfulness,  judg- 
ment, suffering,  and  repentance.  It  is,  however, 
impossible,  as  Vatke  pleaded  long  ago,  for  a  whole 
nation  suddenly  to  sink  from  a  higher  stage  of  life  to 
a  lower  ;  and  the  prophetic  version  of  the  history, 
which  assumed  that  the  loftiest  truths  of  later  Yah- 
wism  had  been  enunciated  by  Moses  and  embodied 
in  contemporary  institutions,  wholly  failed  to  explain 
the  religious  chaos  which  followed  the  settlement  in 
Canaan.  Criticism  has  now  made  the  history  in- 
telligible. The  successive  collections  of  the  law 
supply  a  clue  to  the  real  growth  of  Israel's  religion, 
and  all  the  other  great  groups  of  its  literature,  in 
Prophecy,  Psalm,  and  those  profound  discussions  of 
life  gathered  under  the  name  of  Wisdom,  fall  into 
their  places  in  connexion  with  it. 

In  this  great  series,  the  real  formative  power,  as 
will  be  seen  in  the  next  Lecture,  lies  with  the  prophets. 
Within  the  Law,  progress  is  marked  by  three  stages. 
The  first  pair  of  documents,  known  in  their  combined 
form  as  JE,  present  the  demands  of  prophecy,  in- 
deed, at  their  lowest.     The  variety  of  their  elements 
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is,  in  fact,  the  best  testimony  to  their  antiquity. 
Between  the  Hmited  knowledge  of  the  Yahweh  who 
must  descend  from  his  home  in  the  sky  to  see  the 
tower,  or  to  find  out  whether  the  wickedness  of 
Sodom  and  Gomorrah  is  as  great  as  report  alleges, 
and  the  majesty  of  the  Being  to  whom  Abraham 
addresses  the  question,  '  Shall  not  the  judge  of  all 
the  earth  do  right  ? '  there  is  a  vast  religious  interval. 
But  already  the  leaven  of  prophecy  is  at  work  within 
the  moulds  in  which  the  ancient  story  is  related. 
Abraham  goes  forth  trusting  in  the  divine  guidance  ; 
he  waits  in  faith  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  heavenly 
promise  of  a  son  through  whom  the  gift  of  the  land 
shall  be  realised  for  his  posterity.  The  conception 
of  a  transcendent  purpose  pervades  the  whole  narra- 
tive, the  choice  of  Israel  to  be  the  people  of  Yahweh. 
That  choice  is  attested  by  the  possession  of  Canaan. 
To  this  is  attached  one  supreme  demand,  loyalty  and 
obedience.  That  loyalty  is  shown  in  the  renuncia- 
tion of  the  worship  of  all  other  gods.  But  the  legisla- 
tive requirements  are  extremely  simple.  An  altar  may 
be  erected  anywhere.  There  is  no  one  consecrated 
spot  at  which  alone  Yahweh  may  be  approached. 
On  the  hill  top,  or  by  the  fertilising  well,  the  local 
sanctuaries  are  justified  by  sacred  tradition.  The 
ritual  is  very  simple.  No  priesthood  claims  the  sole 
privilege  of  sacrifice.  Israel  is  Yahweh's  '  son,'  his 
'  firstborn,'  but  his  religious  duties  are  not  elaborate. 
The  earliest  groups  of  the  divine  '  Words '  only 
specify  such  elementary  forms  as  attendance  at  the 
three  annual  feasts,  the  payment  of  sacred  dues, 
while  E  adds,  in  Exod.  22"  : — 
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Ye  shall  be  holy  men  unto  me ;  therefore  ye  shall  not  eat  any 
fiesh  that  is  torn  of  beasis  in  the  field ;  ye  shall  cast  it  to  the 

Such  was  the  primitive  rule  in  which  the  con- 
ception of  Israel's  separation  from  the  adjoining 
peoples,  to  be  Yahweh's  peculiar  property,  expressed 
itself.  It  belongs  to  a  stage  of  religious  practice, 
which  under  the  name  of  '  taboo  '  (of  Pacific  origin) 
is  now  recognised  to  be  widely  spread  alt  round  the 
world.  Among  '  men  of  holiness,'  dedicated  to  their 
God,  nothing  polluting  must  enter.  Here  is  the 
first  faint  note  of  what  is  afterwards  to  become  the 
full  chorus  of  Levitical  demands.  The  arrange- 
.fnents  of  the  First  Legislation  represent  an  early 
stage  of  popular  Yahwism,  under  the  influence  of 
ideas  which,  by  way  of  contrast,  we  have  called 
prophetic.  Monotheism  is  not  defined,  but  it  is 
trembling  into  full  consciousness ;  monolatry  is 
injoined,  and  idol-worship  forbidden.  The  First 
Codes  thus  give  practical  shape  to  the  higher 
teaching  enforced  by  the  prophets — Elijah  and 
Eiisha  led  the  contest  for  Yahweh  against  the 
Tynan  Baal,  but  they  made  no  war  on  the  local 
Baals,  any  more  than  on  the  calves  of  Yahweh,  or 
the  tree-poles  at  the  high  places, — and  may  be  taken 
to  represent  the  general  aim  of  religion  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  eighth  century  B.C.' 

Then  came  the  great  movement  of   the  higher 

I  tuK  faere.  uid  in   wbal   follows,   embodied   a  few  aenleticcs  [ram  an 
r  entitled  '  Through  the  Prophets  to   the  Law '   in  the  MoiJerH  Rniiw, 
.      For  detaili  the  reader  may  be  referred  to  tbe  Hibbert  Lectures  o(  Mr. 
I  G.  HoRiefiorc,  1S93. 
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prophecy,  whose  splendid  utterances  remain  to  us  in 
the  books  of  Amos,  Hosea,  Micah,  and  Isaiah. 
Chastisement  for  the  national  sins,  doom  upon 
guihy  idolatries  and  every  kind  of  falsehood  and 
oppression,  this  was  the  real  meaning  of  '  Yahweh's 
day.'  Yet  the  future  was  not  without  hope.  Assyria 
might  be  the  rod  of  Yahweh's  anger,  but  its  strokes 
would  have  an  end.  and  a  restored  Zion  should  be 
called  '  Citadel  of  Righteousness,  Faithful  City.' 
The  Assyrians  came,  and  Jerusalem  was  saved ; 
but  the  reign  of  righteousness  did  not  set  in.  Under 
Manasseh  the  very  existence  of  Yahwism  was  en- 
dangered. Foreign  usages  of  every  description  were 
poured  into  the  country ;  they  became  fashionable 
at  the  court ;  they  were  established  in  the  temple 
itself.  Those  who  sought  to  vindicate;,  the  purity  of 
their  religion,  paid  for  their  boldness  by  their  lives. 
For  a  whole  generation  idolatrous  licence  ran  riot, 
and  the  struggle  of  the  faithful  was  at  the  cost  of 
blood  and  death.  It  was  the  first  of  that  long  series 
of  martyr  ages  in  which  Israel's  religion  was  to  be 
tested  till  it  was  welded  into  an  iron  strength. 
Under  such  circumstances,  prophecy  could  not 
remain  abstract  and  ideal.  The  ends  which  it 
sought  were  not  effected  by  the  intervention  of 
heaven.  It  must  itself,  therefore,  enter  the  field 
of  reform,  and  attempt  to  separate  from  the  religion 
of  Yahweh  every  element,  native  or  foreign,  which 
impaired  its  purity.  It  proposed,  accordingly,  to 
purge  the  national  worship.  '  Cast  out  every 
Canaanite    or    Assyrian    abomination,    destroy    idol 
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and  tree-pole  and  pillar,  abolish  every  altar  where 
the  sacred  rites  cannot  be  guaranteed  against  cor- 
ruption, let  all  Israel  bring  their  offerings  to  the  one 
place  which  Yahweh  himself  has  chosen  ' : — this  was 
the  programme  of  the  Deuteronomic  Code.  It  was 
the  practical  instead  of  the  poetic  side  of  prophecy. 
But  the  impassioned  exhortations  in  which  the  Code 
was  enveloped,  added  new  forces  to  the  Law.  Re- 
ligion was  more  than  ritual  ;  Israel's  holiness,  his 
relation  to  Yahweh,  was  not  fully  realised  by  ab- 
stinence from  forbidden  foods,  or  avoidance  of 
heathen  customs  like  mourning  mutilations  for  the 
dead.  The  whole  moral  and  spiritual  energies  of 
the  people  must  be  dedicated  to  their  God,  Deut. 
IO»":— 

And  DOW,  Israel,  what  doih  Yahweh  Ihy  God  require  of  thee, 
but  to  fear  Yahweh  thy  God,  to  walk  in  all  his  ways,  and  lo  love 
bin,  and  to  serve  Yahweh  thy  God  with  all  thy  heart  and  with  all 
lb)'  soul,  to  keep  the  commandmenis  of  Yahweh  and  his  statutes, 
which  I  command  thee  this  day  for  thy  good  ? 

This  transfer  of  the  seat  of  religion  to  the  con- 
science and  the  affections  really  prepared  the  way 
for  the  ultimate  severance  of  religion  from  the 
national  cultus.  It  was  the  immediate  antecedent 
c(  Jeremiah's  vision  of  '  a  new  covenant '  when  the 
sacred  teaching'  should  be  written  on  men's  hearts 
{Jer.  31"**).  But  the  time  for  realising  this  was 
not  yet  at  hand.  Reaction  followed  the  high- 
wrought  efforts  of  Josiah's    reform.      Local   abuses 

'  Tbc  word  Torah,  commonly  tranilaled  '  taw  ' ;  for  the  prophetic  use  of 
the  Icm  q>.  Driver,  lotl  and  Amot  <Caut>ridse  Bible),  p.  150. 
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were  revived  ;  the  temple  which  had  been  so  labo- 
riously cleansed,  was  again  defiled.  Events  marched 
swiftly  to  the  great  catastrophe,  and  in  586  B.C. 
Jerusalem  fell  before  Nebuchadrezzar's  troops.  But 
what  prophecy  had  not  been  able  to  accomplish  on 
the  spot,  it  still  hoped  to  achieve  in  the  future. 
Ezekiel  announced  a  regeneration  when  the  gift  of 
the  Spirit  would  cleanse  Israel  of  its  sin.  But  how 
should  its  new-bom  faithfulness  be  preserved?  Once 
again  does  Prophecy  prepare  in  his  person  to  wear 
the  mask  of  Law.  A  standard  of  duty  must  be  set 
before  the  re-united  nation  for  obedience.  The 
arrangements  of  Ezekiel,  it  has  been  already  inti- 
mated, stand  half-way  between  Deuteronomy  and 
the  Priestly  Code.  They  are  inspired  by  the  con- 
viction that  the  holiness  of  Israel — its  solemn 
relation  to  Yahweh — must  be  guarded  from  every 
danger  that  may  violate  its  purity.  So  he  draws 
the  picture  of  the  ancient  land  divided  anew ; 
the  holy  mount  surrounded  by  the  holy  territory 
of  the  priests ;  the  holy  house  upon  the  holy 
mount ;  the  holy  men  to  serve  the  holy  house. 
It  was  reserved  for  a  later  group  of  writers  still  to 
project  this  picture  back  into  the  age  of  Moses. 
Ezekiel  had  promised  that  Yahweh  would  make 
his  '  dwelling '  over  his  people  and  would  be 
their  God,  Ezek.  37".  The  authors  of  the  Priestly 
Code  embodied  this  conception  in  a  quasi-historic 
sanctuary,  and  displayed  the  aspirations  of  prophecy 
as  already  realised  in  the  '  Dwelling '  erected  at 
Sinai,  and  guarded  by  the  tribes  disposed  around  it. 
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Once  more,  prophecy  with  priestly  aid  was  under- 
taking the  task  of  religious  reform.  On  the  one 
hand  are  the  ideal  visions  of  a  temple  reared  by 
the  converging  gifts  of  kings,  destined  to  be  a 
house  of  prayer  for  all  nations.  On  the  other  is  the 
sordid  reality  of  a  restoration  which  revived  little  but 
the  old  difficulties.  On  the  spot,  amid  mined  homes, 
a  debt-stricken  population,  a  hostile  environment,  in 
spite  of  the  rare  summons  of  some  prophetic  voice, 
it  was  impossible  to  idealise.  In  Babylonia,  where 
the  sacred  traditions  were  all  that  remained  to  feed 
the  exiles'  life,  a  deep  attachment  to  the  national 
literature  could  more  easily  produce  a  new  pro- 
gramme for  the  future  in  the  shape  of  a  delineation 
of  the  past.  The  Deuteronomic  law  was  insuffi- 
cient ;  it  belonged  to  a  polity  that  was  no  more. 
New  elements  had  risen  into  importance  ;  new  ideas, 
especially  the  sense  of  national  sinfulness,  now 
needed  expression.  To  meet  this  demand,  to  infuse 
into  Israel's  relation  to  Yahweh  a  solemn  awe  which 
should  keep  it  for  ever  faithful  to  the  sacred  bond, 
was  the  aim  of  the  Levitical  legislation  first  promul- 
gated under  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 

The  fundamental  principle  of  the  Priestly  Code 
is  laid  down  in  one  of  its  oldest  sections  in  the 
sublime  command  '  Be  ye  holy,  for  1,  Yahweh  your 
God.  am  holy,'  Lev.  19*.  It  is  plain  at  once  that 
the  idea  of  Israel's  holiness  here  expands  from  the 
older  notion  of  Yahweh's  consecrated  property  into 
a  much  higher  significance.  Formerly,  Israel  had 
been  holy  as  belonging  to  Yahweh.     But  Yahweh 
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could  not  be  holy  as  belonging  to  Israel.     Yahw 
was  holy  through  the  transcendence  of  his  nati 
above  everything  earthly  and  unclean,  and  furt 
above  all  the  intermediate  heavenly  powers, 
weh's  holiness,  therefore,  involved  the  totality  of  I 
attributes  as  Deity.     But  when  it  was  made  a  j 
for    human    endeavour,    it    evidently    bears   a    n 
special  sense.     It  is  limited  to  those  moral  eleraa 
in  the  divine  nature  with  which  man  has  kin. 
hoHness  required  of    Israel  is  to  penetrate  all 
In  one  aspect  it  is  expressed  in  an  immense  numb 
of  ritual  ordinances,  often  of  the  most  minute  ; 
tiresome    character,    all    intended     to    secure 
strictest  purity  at  once  of  person  and  of  conducj 
In  another  it  rose  to  the  loftiest  perception  of 
true  basis  of  all  social  relations.      If  the  Deuter^ 
nomists  had  formulated  the  supreme  demand  of  i 
religion,  '  Thou  shalt  love  Yahweh  thy  God  with  ; 
thy  heart,'  the  Holiness-legislation  now  summed  i 
human  duly  in  the  second  and  consequent  princi{ri 
'  Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbour  as  thyself,'  Lev.  igi 
It  is  not  then  surprising  that  the  Priestly  Ca 
should  present  what  seem  at  first  sight  the    ma 
glaring  contradictions  under  a  common  name, 
the  one  side  is  its  whole  scheme  of  hoty  things,- 
vessels,    robes,    furniture,    and    sanctuary ;    its    hoj 
persons, — the    lower    Levites,    the    superior 
with    the   high   priest  as   unique   representative 
the   entire    people ;    its  holy    days    of    festival 
solemnity,    culminating    in    the    great    annual    | 
pitiation,    which     stood     out    afterwards     in     s 
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prominence  from  the  whole  year  that  it  could 
bear  the  title  of  '  The  Day.'  Does  this  materialise 
elevated  and  spiritual  conception  ?  On  the  other 
band  is  the  picture  of  the  Holy  God  symbolically 
dwelling  in  his  chosen  Israel's  midst.  He  demands 
that  his  people  shall  resemble  him ;  and  what  has 
;his  to  do  with  special  objects,  seasons,  men  ? 
The  two  views  were  no  doubt  fundamentally  in- 
consistent ;  yet  one  was  for  a  time  necessary  to  the 
other.  The  Law  was  the  vehicle  through  which  the 
truths  of    the  higher  Prophecy  were  preserved  and 

.dapted  to  the  national  life.  The  framers  of  the 
Levitical  Code  did  what  the  Isaiahs  had  been  unable 
to  do;  but  without  the  Isaiahs  they  could  not  have 
done  it.  By  the  labours  of  Ezra  and  his  fellow- 
workers  Yahwism  was  consolidated  and  sent  forth 
upon  a  new  career.  It  is  the  eternal  glory  of 
■Prophecy  to  have  discerned  the  far-off  vision  of  a 
universal  spiritual  faith  ;  but  its  heralds  could  only 
connect  their  future  with  their  present  by  divine 
revolutions  which  never  took  place.  The  Law  en- 
deavoured to  bring  their  principles  of  the  universal 
Deity  of  Yahweh,  his  spiritual  nature  and  his  right- 
eous rule,  into  direct  application  to  the  circumstances 
of  a  community  still  in  danger  of  frittering  away  the 
positive  gains  of  prophetic  thought.  It  thus  accom- 
plished what  Prophecy  had  been  unable  practically 
achieve.  In  the  piety  of  the  Psalms  we  see  the 
blossom    of    its    idea    of    personal    holiness.       The 

Saints '  so  full  of  trust  and  love,  waiting  for 
Yahweh  to  show  them  the  path  of  life ;   the  poor 
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and  meek,  patient  under  suffering,  and  faithful 
through  the  direst  persecution, — these  are  the  holy 
people  nurtured  under  the  Law.  Here  is  the  root  of 
the  tenacity  of  Judaism,  its  stay  through  an  age- 
long passion  such  as  no  other  people  has  endured. 
In  another  sense  than  that  of  the  typologist,  the 
Law  doubtless  contained  both  shell  and  kernel.  The 
shell  might  be  hard  and  rigid ;  but  it  guarded  the 
spiritual  power  of  the  true  faith  within,  till  the  hour 
was  ripe  for  it  to  burst  forth  into  new  life.  Then  the 
Law  gave  way  again  to  Prophetism  in  the  still  nobler 
form  of  the  Gospel.  Its  essential  aim  after  the 
divine  ideal  '  Be  ye  holy,  for  I,  Yahweh  your  God, 
am  holy,*  was  set  free  for  ever  from  the  limitations 
of  ancient  ritual,  and  transfigured  into  the  final  goal 
of  all  religion,  *  Be  ye  perfect,  as  your  heavenly 
Father  is  perfect.' 


LECTURE  IV. 

CHANGED  VIEWS   OF  PROPHECY 

•The  Law'  presents  itself  to  us  in  the  light  of 
modem  criticism  as  the  product  of  many  centuries 
of  religious  growth.  The  collection  of  its  constitu- 
ent elements  into  a  sacred  canon  may  be  said  to 
have  begun  with  the  solemn  adoption  of  the  '  book 
of  the  Law '  by  Josiah  and  the  assembled  repre- 
sentatives of  priesthood  and  people  in  621  B.C.,  and 
to  have  been  completed  some  time  after  the  solemn 
promulgation  of  the  Levitical  code  (according  to 
the  received  date)  in  444,  under  Ezra  and  Nehemiah. 
No  such  unity  binds  together  *  the  Prophets/  whose 
writings  are  repeatedly  named  beside  *  the  Law  '  in 
the  New  Testament.^ 

L 

In  the  arrangement  of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures, 
this  group  includes  much  more  than  our  modern 
nomenclature  would  imply.  We  are  so  accustomed 
to  associate   the  idea   of  prediction   with  that  of 

*  For  instance,  MaU,  s>7,  7i«,  aa<«,  etc 
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prophecy,  that  w^  Learn  at  first  vhh  surprise  that 
ie  Jews  reckccec  arsocg  "  the  Ptophets '  the 
historical  bcoks  oc  Joshua.  Judges,  Samuel,  and 
Kings.  Fro3  their  place  in  the  canon  these  were 
designated  '  the  forrner  E^rophets/  wfa3e  the  four 
books  which  followed,  Isaiah.  Jeremiah.  Ezekiel,  and 
'the  Twelve.'  were  correspondingly  termed  *the 
latter  Prophets/  Daniel,  which,  in  our  Old  Testa- 
ment, stands  next  to  Ezekiei.  was  not  included  by 
the  Palestinian  Jews  among  '  the  Prophets  '  at  all. 

The  nrst  hisrorlcal  trace  of  this  order  is  found 
in  :he  catalogue  of  ■  famous  men."  whose  praises  are 
recited  by  Jesus  :he  son  of  Sirach  at  the  close  of 
his  bo^i'k  of  Wisdom  » commonly  known  as  Ecclesi- 
asticus '.  After  the  commemoration  of  Joshua,  the 
Judges.  Samuel,  and  the  heroes  of  the  earlier 
monarchy,  he  passes  :o  Hezekiah.  Josiah,  and  the 
great  catastrophe  which  befel  the  *  chosen  city.'  In 
this  long  senes  he  mentions  '  Isaiah  the  prophet '  in 
such  a  way  as  to  show  that  he  was  acquainted  with 
the  present  arrangement  of  the  prophecies  by  which 
the  consoling  strains  of  chap.  40  and  its  successors 
followed  the  narratives  in  36-38  {Ecclus  48^**). 
Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel  are  in  due  course  specified, 
and  the  writer  then  prays, 

Moreorer  the  twelve  prophets, 

May  their  strength  flourish  out  of  their  places  : 
Who  recovered  Jacob  to  health. 

And  restored  him  by  confidence  of  hope.^ 

^  See  the  trar.slan'&n  of  Dr.  Nenbauer  and  Mr.  Cowley  from  the  recently 
ducovered  Hebrew  text,  Ecdus  ^g^. 
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The  order  of  the  Hebrew  books,  then,  which  is 
still  cherished  in  the  Synagogue,  was  already  estab- 
lished in  the  days  of  the  Son  of  Sirach,  about  180  B.C. 
How  long  it  had  existed  in  his  time  it  is  difficult  to 
say.  There  are  grave  reasons  for  connecting  some 
important  passages  in  the  prophetic  writings  with  the 
campaigns  by  which  Alexander  the  Great  finally 
overthrew  the  Persian  power  (333  B.C.),  and  carried 
into  the  East  the  mighty  influence  of  Greece.  And 
when,  in  the  middle  of  the  third  century,  the  Greek- 
speaking  Jews  of  Egypt  desired  a  translation  of 
their  scriptures  into  the  language  of  their  commerce 
and  their  culture,  the  forms  of  some  of  the  books, 
available  in  Alexandria,  were  markedly  different  from 
those  in  which  they  have  been  preserved  in  the 
Palestinian  tradition.  The  curious  omissions  and 
transpositions  in  Joshua.  Samuel,  and  Jeremiah, 
seem  only  explicable  on  the  assumption  that  the 
text  was  not  then  definitely  fixed ;  and  though 
certainty  is  beyond  our  reach,  it  is  in  the  highest 
degree  probable  that  it  was  not  till  towards  the 
year  200  B.C.  that  the  prophetic  canon  was  prac- 
tically settled.'  But  not  even  then  were  its  com- 
ponent parts  ever  welded  into  a  whole  like  'the 
Law,"  though  the  Book  of  Isaiah  became  a  sort  of 
depository  for  prophetic  writings  of  various  dates, 
and  similar  peculiarities  on  a  lesser  scale  may  be 
traced  in  other  collections,  like  those  under  the 
names  of  Jeremiah  and  Zechariah, 

See   Bi»hop  Ryle's  ess«y  on   Tht  Canon  of  th.  Old  Tistamnl  (\%^z)^ 
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The  following  sketch  will  deal  only  with  the  four 
'  latter  '  books  of  Isaiah,  Jeremiah,  Ezekiel,  and  the 
Twelve.  No  less  change,  perhaps,  has  passed  over 
our  view  of  '  the  Prophets  '  than  that  which  has 
affected  our  conception  of  '  the  Law,'  and  the 
causes  are  similar.  Many  interpretations  of  the 
significance  of  prophecy  have  been  possible.  By 
placing  the  historical  records  of  Israel  from  the 
Conquest  to  the  Fall  of  Jerusalem  in  one  group 
with  the  records  of  the  prophetic  teaching,  the 
framers  of  the  Jewish  Canon  indicated  their  belief 
that  there  was  a  certain  communitv  of  thought 
between  the  two.  The  past  had  a  prophetic  mean- 
ing, as  well  as  the  future.  In  other  words,  the 
essence  of  prophecy  did  not  lie  exclusively  in  its 
declarations  of  '  things  to  come.'  On  the  other 
hand,  the  quotations  from  the  Prophetic  Canon  in 
the  Gospels  naturally  led  Christian  theologians  to 
dwell  on  '  the  witness  of  the  Old  Testament  to 
Christ ' ;  and  a  series  of  interpretations  somewhat 
resembling  those  propounded  by  the  typologists 
for  the  Mosaic  institutions  were  applied  to  the  per- 
sonages, real  or  ideal,  in  the  prophetic  discourses. 
From  another  side,  analogies  were  freely  suggested 
with  secular  history.  The  high  value  which  Mr.  J. 
S.  Mill  ascribed  to  the  prophets  as  the  effective 
forces  of  progress  in  the  ancient  Hebrew  state,'  is 
well  known.  With  more  emphasis,  but  less  accuracy, 
M.  Darmesteter  designated  their  literary  remains  as 
'  the  collection  of  the  manifestoes  of  a  series  of  re- 

>  RrprtMnMiv*  Gewmnmil,  and  ed.  pp.  41'43. 
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tigious  and  political  tribunes.' '  M.  Renan  compared 
some  of  Jeremiah's  contemporaries  '  to  those  radical 
journalists  who  make  government  impossible ' ;  and 
thought  it  not  below  either  his  own  dignity  or  that 
of  his  subject  to  liken  the  priest  of  Anathoth  in  the 
temple  at  Jerusalem,  wearing  the  yoke  by  which  he 
prefigured  the  enslavement  of  the  doomed  city 
beneath  Nebuchadrezzar,  to  a  Parisian  publicist 
traversing  the  boulevards  with  a  horse-collar  round 
his  neck,  and  proclaiming,  in  July  1870,  the  im- 
pending victory  of  Prussia.*  Amid  such  diversities 
the  only  clue  to  the  truth  lies  in  a  just  estimate  of 
the  literary,  the  historical,  and  the  religious  elements 
which  the  prophetic  writings  combine.  The  modern 
Spirit  sums  this  up  in  the  demand  that  they  shall  be 
read  in  connexion  with  the  events  and  ideas  of  their 
time. 

II. 

The  doctrine  of  prophecy  which  prevailed  in  the 
first  half  of  the  last  century  undoubtedly  laid  the 
chief  stress  on  the  aspect  of  prediction.  History  did 
but  unroll  a  succession  of  incidents  to  justify  the 
ancient  seers.  The  fulfilment  of  prophecy  was 
treated  as  a  leading  part  of  the  '  evidences '  of 
Christianity,  and  so  popular  did  the  argument  be- 
come that  the  treatise  of  Dr.  Alexander  Keith 
(1791-1880),  entitled  Evidence  for  the  Truth  of  the 

'  Lii  Propiuttt  dJarael,  p.  IM. 
'  HiMloiTt  du  Pmpli  it  Strait,  toI.  iii.  277,  333. 


l6o  CHANGED   VIEWS  hct.  iv. 

Christian  Religion  derived  from  the  Literal  Fulfil' 
ment  of  Prophecy,  which  pursued  the  argument  down 
to  the  accomplishment  of  the  curse  on  Ham  {Gen.  9") 
in  the  negro-slavery  of  America,  reached  its  fortieth 
edition  in  1873.  A  more  refined  form  of  this  plea 
was  presented  by  Canon  Liddon  in  his  well-known 
Bamplon  Lectures  on  The  Divinity  of  our  Lord 
and  Saviour  jfesus  Christ}  The  principle  of  the 
organic  unity  of  Scripture  here  received  em- 
phatic assertion.  Beneath  the  mere  surface  appear- 
ance of  the  Bible  as  '  a  large  collection  of  hetero- 
geneous writings,'  '  beneath  the  differences  of  style, 
of  language,  and  of  method,  which  are  undeniably 
prominent  in  the  Sacred  Books,  and  which  appear 
so  entirely  to  absorb  the  attention  of  a  merely  literary 
observer,  a  deeper  insight  will  discover  in  Scripture 
such  manifest  unity  of  drift  and  purpose,  both  moral 
and  intellectual,  as  to  imply  the  continuous  action  of 
a  Single  Mind.'  Dr.  Liddon  accordingly  defended 
what  he  called  '  the  world-wide  practice  of  quoting 
from  any  one  book  of  Scripture  in  illustration  of  the 
mind  of  any  other  book.'  '  The  Church  of  Christ,' 
he  affirmed,  '  has  ever  believed  her  Bible  to  be 
throughout  so  emphatically  the  handiwork  of  the 
Eternal  Spirit,  that  it  is  no  absurdity  in  Christians  to 
cite  Moses  as  foreshadowing  the  teaching  of  St.  Paul 
and  St.  Jotm.'  To  this  view  the  Authorised  Version 
bears  continuous  testimony  in  its  chapter  headings 
and  its  marginal  references.     Thus  Gen.  3"  '  it  shall 

-sily  of  Oxford,  lS66,  14th  ed.  1S90, 
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bruise  thy  head,  and  thou  shall  bruise  his  heel,'  often 
described  as  the  Protevangelium,  was  explained  by 
Rom.  16"  '  and  the  God  of  peace  shall  bruise  Satan 
under  your  feet  shortly  ' ; '  the  serpent  of  Eden  was 
identified  with  the  devil  ;  *  while  a  further  reference 
to  Rev.  12'"  suggested  a  fulfilment  of  the  promise 
in  the  Messianic  victory  of  Michael  over  the  Dragon 
who  was  cast  out  to  make  way  for  '  the  kingdom  of 
our  God  and  the  power  of  his  Christ.'  To  Gen.  12 
was  prefixed  the  interpretation  '  God  calleth  Abra- 
ham and  blesseth  him  with  a  promise  of  Christ.' 
The  mysterious  Shiloh  whose  advent  is  announced 
by  the  dying  Jacob,  Gen.  49",  is  discerned  again  in 
the  'Branch'  out  of  the  root  of  Jesse  Is.  11',  in 
the  '  anointed  prince  '  of  Dan.  9*°,  till  he  is  finally 
presented  to  human  eyes  in  the  person  of  Jesus 
riding  into  Jerusalem,  and  acclaimed  by  the  multi- 
tude as  'Son  of  David,'  Matt.  21*.  In  a  similar 
manner  the  star  which  Balaam  beholds  rise  out  of 
Jacob,  Num.  24",  points  onwards  to  the  star  which 
led  the  Magi  to  Bethlehem,  Matt.  2*,  and  found  its 
impersonation  in  Jesus  '  the  bright  and  morning  star,' 
Rev.  22". 

Under  this  system  of  interpretation  it  was  not 
surprising  that  David,  Psalm  1 10,  should  give  a 
summary  description  of    'the  kingdom,  the  priesl- 


'  la  the  Internationi]  Critical  Con 
■ike  oo  BUusion  to  Ibe  passage  in  Ge 
i>  Uk  backgnituid  in  the  apostle's  i 
reftja  lo  the  swiA  approach  of  Messiol 

•  '  HystkaUy,  Satan  and  aU  his 
mm.,  oo  Gn).  3". 


nCDtary  ProF.  Sanday  and  Mr.  Headlam 
lests.  which  may,  however,  have  been 
iod.       The    final    '  shortly '    probably 
s  advcQi. 
servants,'   snys  Dr.   Harold   Browne, 
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hood,  the  conquest  and  the  passion  of  Christ,'  or 
that  the  book  of  Isaiah  nearly  from  end  to  end 
should  rehearse  in  advance  the  incidents  of  Messiah's 
career :  7'",  '  Ahaz,  having  liberty  to  choose  a  sign, 
and  refusing  it,  hath  for  a  sign  Christ  promised ' : 
9',  '  What  joy  shall  be  in  the  midst  of  afflictions  by 
the  kingdom  and  birth  of  Christ ' :  42',  '  The  office 
of  Christ,  graced  with  meekness  and  constancy ' ; 
49',  '  Christ,  being  sent  to  the  Jews,  complaineth  of 
them ;  *  He  is  sent  to  the  Gentiles  with  gracious 
promises '  :  50',  '  Christ  showeth  that  the  dereliction 
of  the  jews  is  not  to  be  imputed  to  him  ' :  53*,  '  The 
prophet,  complaining  of  incredulity,  excuseth  the 
scandal  of  the  cross  ' :  63',  '  Christ  shewelh  who  he 
is,  *  what  his  victory  over  his  enemies,  '  and  what 
his  mercv  toward  his  church  ;  "*  in  his  just  wrath  he 
remembereth  his  free  mercy.'  When  this  method 
was  continually  forced  on  the  attention  of  the  readers 
of  the  Authorised  Version,  it  was  still  possible  for 
the  distinguished  Anglican  apologist  to  repeat,  in  the 
latest  edition  which  he  lived  to  issue,  his  courageous 
assertion  that  '  no  amount  of  captious  ingenuity  will 
destroy  the  substantial  fact  that  the  leading  features 
of  our  Lord's  human  manifestation  were  announced 
to  the  world  some  centuries  before  He  actually  came 
among  us.'  How  many  Biblical  theologians  of  the 
present  day  could  subscribe  that  declaration  ? 
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The  change  is  due  to  causes  similar  to  those 
which  have  wrought  a  revolution  in  our  interpretation 
o(  the  successive  strata  now  recognised  in  '  the  Law.' 
Literary  and  historical  criticism  have  in  this  field 
also  supported  each  other,  and  co-operated  in  the 
result.  Two  books  in  particular  have  received  new 
explanations  under  their  influence,  those  bearing  the 
names  of  Isaiah  and  Daniel.  Isaiah,  in  the  language 
of  Jerome,  was  '  rather  an  Evangelist  than  a  prophet'; 
and  did  not  Daniel  announce  the  very  year  of  Mes- 
siah's birth,  and  describe  his  heavenly  Advent  in 
clouds  of  glory  ?  Round  these  fierce  battle  has  been 
fought  owing  to  the  repeated  allusions  to  them  in  the 
Gospels  ;  though  the  sound  of  the  strife  is  now  far 
ofi,  and  the  ground  of  controversy  has  shifted  from 
questions  of  authorship  and  date  to  the  significance 
of  their  issue  for  the  modem  conceptions  of  the 
person  of  Jesus,  with  which  we  are  not  concerned 
here.  In  each  case  the  final  judgment  is  reached  by 
numerous  lines  of  argument,  which  are  found  to  con- 
verge upon  a  common  conclusion. 

The  keen  insight  of  the  mediaeval  rabbi  Ibn  Ezra, 
who  detected  the  signs  of  post-Mosaic  documents  in 
ihe  Pentateuch,'  divined  with  no  less  clearness  the 
secret  of  the  last  twenty-seven  chapters  of  Isaiah. 
But  the  doubts  which  he  obscurely  expressed  did  not 
again  suggest  themselves  to  the  commentators  of 
the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries.     It  was  not 

'SecLect.  Ill,  p.  iia 

Ma 
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until  Bishop  Lowth's  version  was  translated  into 
German  by  Koppe  (1779-81)  that  the  first  hint  was 
raised  by  modern  criticism  concerning  the  later 
origin  of  /s.  40-66.  Once  started,  the  new  view 
rapidly  gathered  strength,  and  received  admirable 
handling  from  J.  G.  Eichhom  in  his  rendering  of  the 
Hebrew  Prophets,  1816-19.  Eichhom's  main  idea 
was  that  the  prophetic  writings  should  be  studied  in 
their  historical  order,  and  he  accordingly  arranged 
the  several  books,  and  their  constituent  elements, 
in  what  he  supposed  to  be  their  true  time-succession. 
Beginning  with  Joel,  about  790-80  B.C.,  he  mar- 
shalled the  whole  series  in  ordered  array,  down  to 
the  prophecies  of  Daniel  in  the  Maccabean  age.  In 
this  '  goodly  company '  of  voices,  an  entire  chorus 
was  assigned  out  of  Isaiah  to  the  age  of  the  Cap- 
tivity and  the  Restoration.  The  '  fragment '  hypo- 
thesis was  then  in  the  ascendant  in  the  treatment  of 
the  Pentateuch,  and  the  discourses  in  fs.  40-66  were 
distributed  among  a  number  of  '  Unknowns,'  some  in 
Babylonia,  and  some  in  Jerusalem.  A  more  solid 
basis  of  criticism  was  supplied  by  the  great  lexico- 
grapher and  grammarian,  Gesenius,  in  his  transla- 
tion and  commentary,  1820-21.  From  that  time  the 
belief  in  the  composite  character  of  the  book  steadily 
won  its  way,  first  in  Germany  and  then,  after  half  a 
century,  in  this  country.  In  1863  it  was  still  pos- 
sible for  the  representative  of  ecclesiastical  tradition 
lightly  to  dismiss  the  band  of  critics  who  confronted 
him.  '  The  catalogue  of  authors  who  gainsay  Isaiah's 
authorship  of  this  second  part,  is,  in  point  of  num- 
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bers,  of  critical  ability,  and  of  profound  Hebrew 
scholarship,  sufficiently  imposing.  Nevertheless, 
when  we  come  to  inquire  into  their  grounds  of 
objection,  we  soon  cease  to  attach  much  value  to 
this  formidable  array  of  authorities.' '  A  later 
generation  has  not  hesitated  to  reverse  that  verdict. 
In  describing  Bunsen's  Biblical  Researches  in 
Essays  and  Reviews,  Dr.  Rowland  Williams 
pointed  to  the  insertion  of  four  chapters  (36-39) 
concerning  Hezekiah  '  from  the  histories  of  the 
kings.'  with  which  the  words  and  deeds  of  the  elder 
Isaiah  apparently  closed.  '  It  does  not  follow,'  he 
added  pregnantly,  'that  all  the  prophecies  arranged 
earlier  in  the  book  are  from  his  lips  ;  probably  they 
are  not ' :  but  the  argument  for  the  Babylonian  origin 
of  the  chapters  which  delineated  the  stooping  of 
Nebo,  and  the  fall  of  the  proud  city  of  the  Euphrates, 
was  irresistible. 

By  this  time  Ewald  had  already  followed  Eich- 
hom  with  a  work  arranged  on  a  similar  method,'  but 
with  a  far  wider  and  withal  more  penetrating  survey 
of  the  historical  field.^  In  this  great  commentary, 
the  successive  discourses,  often  rendered  with  a  pas- 


Biib-dsan  of  Wells,  i 


Smilh"s  Did.  of  Iht 


'Finted.  1840-1 ;  3nd  ed.  tt»67-S:  English  translation,  The  Profiliels  of 
Htr  OU  TeslamtKl.  by  J.  Frederick  Smith,  5  vols.  iSyj-So. 

»  That  he  WIS  conacious  of  a  debt  to  Eichhorn,  may  be  ioferred  from  his 
«lv)CE  to  the  late  Rev.  John  Owen,  who  was  curate  to  Dr.  Rowland  Williams 
nben  Ewald  naa  a  visitor  at  the  vicarage  at  Broadchallce.  Ewald  addressed 
IliiD  (oddenly  one  day  (so  Ur,  Oweo  related  to  me  ia  after  years)  in  bia 
iSrapt,  aracnlBT  atylc    '  Vonag  man,'  said  he,  '  read  Eicbhoro.' 
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sionate  vehemence  which  carried  the  reader  along 
almost  breathless,  were  enveloped  in  expositions 
sometimes  full  of  glowing  mist,  yet  always  planted 
somewhere  in  an  actual  situation  as  their  point  of 
departure.  However  far  the  prophet's  view  might 
range,  it  had  definite  centre  in  place  and  time  in 
the  midst  of  Israel's  vicissitudes,  and  his  language 
was  primarily  designed  for  the  people  among  whom 
he  lived.  With  this  firm  foothold  on  reality,  Ewald 
proceeded  to  distribute  the  contents  of  the  book  of 
Isaiah,  beginning  with  the  oracles  called  forth  by  the 
position  of  Judah  under  Ahaz,  past  the  great  catas- 
trophe which  (after  three  years'  siege)  overwhelmed 
Samaria  in  722  B.C.,  to  the  great  group  dealing  with 
the  impending  Assyrian  advance  against  Judah,  the 
intrigues  of  politicians  for  the  Egj-ptian  alliance,  and 
the  final  defiance  of  Sennacherib.  To  these  he 
added,  as  a  glorious  swan-song  of  the  prophet's 
latest  years,  the  marvellous  delineation  in  chap.  19 
of  the  union  of  the  three  powers — the  two  great 
world-empires  of  Assyria  and  Egypt,  so  long  hostile 
— with  Israel  in  their  midst,  not  crushed,  but  in 
brotherly  alliance  and  religious  fellowship.  This 
accounted  for  most  of  the  prophetic  material  in  1-39, 
important  exceptions,  however,  being  found  in  12'"*, 
I3*-I4'*,  2i''"',  23""'*,  24-27,  and  34-35;  some  of 
these  passages  being  grouped  with  40-66  under  the 
general  heading  of  the  Exile,  while  one  considerable 
section,  24-27,  was  placed  after  the  Return.  What 
criteria  were  available  for  such  a  partition  ? 

There    is,    in    the    first    place,    the    evidence  of 
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historical  situation.  Under  the  reigns  of  Ahaz  and 
Hezekiah  the  political  rivalry  of  the  two  kingdoms, 
Israel  and  Judah,  passes  before  us.  There  is  the 
invasion  by  the  alHed  kings  from  Samaria  and 
Damascus, — the  advance  of  the  Assyrians  and  the 
retreat  of  the  intruding  powers  to  defend  their  own 
threatened  territory.  There  is  the  infatuation  of  the 
doomed  city  of  the  north  ;  and  on  its  fall,  there  is 
the  danger  of  an  immediate  attack  by  the  victor  on 
Jerusalem  itself.  At  every  turn  the  prophet  looks 
direct  on  contemporary  reality  in  his  own  land.  But 
in  the  sequel  all  is  changed.  There  is  the  same 
immediate  gaze  on  actual  events ;  but  the  place  and 
time  are  different.  Assyria  has  disappeared.  The 
scene  is  in  Babylonia ;  Jerusalem  has  fallen ;  the 
temple  has  been  burned  ;  the  people  are  captive. 
But  a  liberator  is  already  on  the  way.  A  conqueror 
is  advancing  from  the  north  with  irresistible  might : 
it  is  Cyrus,  Yahweh's  anointed  (Messiah  45'),  who 
will  set  Israel  free.  In  impassioned  strains  the  exiles 
are  summoned  to  '  go  forth  '  ;  the  wilderness  pro- 
duces forest  trees  to  give  them  shade  ;  and  on  the 
ancient  hill  the  sanctuary  rises  from  ils  ruins  in  a 
blaze  of  glory. 

Associated  with  this  vast  divergence  of  external 
detail  are  new  prophetic  themes  unheard  before. 
Consolations  for  the  suffering  and  depressed ;  the 
reiterated  proof  of  Yahweh's  deity  from  the  majesty 
of  nature,  from  the  events  of  history  and  the  fulfil- 
ment of  prophetic  anticipation  ;  the  mysterious 
personality  of  the  Servant  of  Yahweh,  at  one  time 
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described,  at  another  dramatically  soliloquising  ;  the 
degradation  of  Babylon  and  the  majestic  splendour 
of  the  holy  city  ;  the  future  worship  of  Yahweh  on 
anew  earth,  under  anew  heaven; — these  take  the 
place  of  the  earlier  denunciations  of  popular  pride 
in  Zion's  wealth  and  security,  warnings  of  the  un- 
expected character  of  '  Yahweh's  day,'  bitter  scorn 
for  a  '  Sodom-people '  and  '  Gomorrah -rulers,'  and 
vehement  condemnations  of  social  greed,  class  in- 
justice, and  religious  self-satisfaction.  The  ideal 
king  (Ewald  had  no  hesitation  in  ascribing  the  great 
figures  of  fs.  9'  and  1 1''*  to  the  Isaiah  of  Jerusalem) 
disappears ;  and  in  his  place  is  the  prophet-people, 
destined  to  be  the  bearers  of  Yahweh's  religion  to 
the  nations  of  the  world. 

Once  more,  new  thoughts  are  expressed  in  a 
new  manner.  The  devotional  idiom  of  the  two  sets 
of  prophecies  is  no  less  different  than  their  peculi- 
arities of  style,  The  great  roll  of  exalted  oratory  ; 
the  repetitions  of  Yahweh's  assertions  of  his  Deity, 
'  I  am  Yahweh,  and  there  is  none  else,'  '  I  am  the 
first,  and  I  am  the  last,'  '  I  am  thy  God,  thy  Saviour,' 
'  I  am  he  (the  same)  '  ;  the  combinations  of  clauses 
expanding  the  divine  attributes  as  '  Creator,' 
'  Former,'  '  Saviour  '  or  '  Deliverer,'  '  Redeemer  '  ; 
the  frequent  use  of  figures  drawn  from  human  emo- 
tion ;  the  duplication  of  phrases,  '  comfort  ye,  comfort 
ye,'  '  I,  even  I,'  etc.,  '  awake,  awake,'  '  depart  ve, 
depart  ye,'  etc. ;  the  bold  personifications  of  Zion 
or  Babylon ;  the  numerous  allusions  to  ancient 
mythological  conceptions ; — all  give  to  the  discourses 
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in  40-66  a  distinctive  utterance  which  cannot  be 
mistaken.  Much  of  the  vocabulary  of  Isaiah  is 
absent ;  while  on  the  other  hand  '  a  number  of  words 
and  phrases  appear  in  these  chapters  which  are 
either  never  found  in  the  first  part  of  the  book,  or 
are  only  found  in  those  chapters  which  bear  inde- 
pendent traces  of  belonging  to  a  different  age  " 

By  such  arguments  was  Stanley  led  to  follow 
Ewald  ;  and  to  the  second  volume  of  his  Lectures  on 
the  Jewish  Church  ( 1 866)  he  appended  a  brief 
statement  of  the  genera!  evidence.  The  subject 
was  not,  indeed,  handled  critically  in  this  country  for 
the  first  time.  It  had  been  discussed  with  candour 
and  moderation  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey  in  his  treatise 
on  Hebrew  Politics  in  the  Times  of  Sargon  and 
Sennacherib  (1853)  ;  and  though  then  rejected,  it 
secured  a  modified  recognition  when  the  work  was 
re-issued  in  1874.  It  had  been  presented  in  general 
terms  in  Higginson's  Spirit  of  the  Biblc^ :  it  was 
adopted  with  ample  learning  by  the  Rev,  George 
Vance  Smith  in  a  small  and  little  known  volume,  The 
prophecies  Relating  to  Nineveh  and  the  Assyrians, 
1857.  In  the  Introduction  to  the  Old  Testament 
(vol.  iii.,  1863)  Dr.  Samuel  Davidson  had  already 
expounded  the  German  view  with  cordial  assent. 
Parallel  with  Stanley's  brief  exposition  came  the 
learned  version  of  Dr.  Rowland  Williams  in  the  first 
volume  of  his  Hebrew  Prophets  (1866),  where  the 
writings  of  Isaiah  of  Jerusalem  were  sifted  out  from 
the  general  mass,  though    the    existing    order   was 

■  t>nvcr,  /loi'itA  ('Hen  of  the  Bible  '],  p.  197.      *Vol.  i.,  1853,  pp.  490^. 
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maintained.  Vainly  did  English  apologetic  seek  to 
restore  the  traditional  conception.  Prof.  Cheyne, 
then  fresh  from  Gottingen,  began  his  long  labours 
on  the  book  with  suggestions  for  textual  correction 
(1868),  and  followed  up  these  with  his  charming 
volume  entitled  Isaiah  Chronologically  Arranged 
(1870^).  Matthew  Arnold  produced  a  version  of 
Is.  40-66  as  a  Bible-reading  for  schools,  under  the 
title  of  The  Great  Prophecy  of  Israels  Restoration 
(1872*).  The  struggle,  in  fact,  was  over.  The 
victory  of  Biblical  study  in  the  ecclesiastical  courts 
left  the  way  open  to  argument,  and  in  this  case  the 
argument  was  particularly  clear.  The  brilliant  and 
sympathetic  volumes  of  the  Rev.  (now  Prof.)  G.  A. 
Smith  in  the  '  Expositor's  Bible  '  ( 1 890)  familiarised 
a  wider  circle  of  readers  with  the  general  critical 
result,  to  which  Prof.  Driver  had  by  this  time  given 
his  weighty  sanction."  It  is  assumed  by  Prof. 
Sanday,  when  discoursing  on  Inspiration  (1893). 
It  is  fully  exhibited  in  the  excellent  volumes  on 
Isaiah  contributed  by  Prof.  Skinner  to  the  '  Cam- 
bridge Bible.'*  With  differences  of  detail,  it  is 
adopted  in  each  of  the  two  modern  Dictionaries  of 
the  Bible.     Even  the  venerable  work  edited  by  Dr. 

'  Subsequent  publications  were  Tfu  Prophecies  of  Isaiah^  2  vols.,  1880; 
'  Isaiah '  in  Enc.  Bnt.^,  1880 ;  IntrodtuHon  to  the  Book  of  Isaiah^  1895 ; 
*  Isaiah'  in  WsiUpt's  Sacred  Books  of  the  Old  Test.,  1898;  'Isaiah'  in  £nc 
Bibl.,  1 90 1. 

*  To  this  was  added  in  1883  a  similar  version  of  the  prophecies  of  Isaiah 
of  Jerusalem. 

'  In  Isaiah  (« Men  of  the  Bible,'  1888)  and  the  well-known  Introei,  to  the 
Literature  of  the  Old  Test.,  1891. 

«  VoL  i.  /s.  1-39,  1896 ;  voL  it  Is.  40^,  1898. 
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William  Smith,  when  its  first  volume  was  re-issued 
in  1893,  conceded  (in  the  person  of  Dr.  C.  H.  H. 
Wright)  that  older  prophecies  (regarded  as  Isaian) 
had  again  and  again  received  comments  and  ex- 
pansions at  the  hand  of  a  '  post-exilian  enlarger.' 
And  in  one  after  another  of  the  later  treatises  on  the 
significance  of  prophecy. — to  name  but  one  of  the 
most  recent,  The  Hope  of  Israel,  by  the  Rev.  F.  H. 
Woods  (i8g6), — the  modern  view  is  frankly  accepted 
on  the  principle  that  '  a  prophecy  must  have  some 
intelligible  relation  to  the  events  of  the  prophet's 
time'   (p.  47). 

IV. 

This  principle  has  operated  with  even  more 
potent  effect  in  the  case  of  the  Book  of  Daniel. 
That  book  does  not  belong  to  the  '  Prophets '  ac- 
cording to  the  traditional  arrangement  of  the  Hebrew 
Scriptures,  and  that  fact  has  been  itself  held  to  con- 
firm the  belief  that  it  was  not  in  existence  when  the 
Canon  of  Prophecy  was  closed  about  200  B  c. 
The  criticism  of  Daniel,  indeed,  began  at  an  early 
date,  when  the  philosopher  Porphyry  devoted  part  of 
his  sojourn  in  Sicily  (267-270  A.D.)  to  composing  a 
series  of  discourses  against  the  Christians.  In  the 
twelfth  of  these  he  pointed  to  certain  peculiarities  in 
the  work  which  connected  it  with  the  second  century 
B.C.  '  The  history,'  he  said,  '  is  true  up  to  the  date 
of  Antiochus  Epiphanes,^  and  false  afterwards'; 
'  176-164  B-c 
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therefore  the  book  was  written  in  his  time.'  The 
critic  was  silenced  ;  Porphyry's  book  was  burned  by 
order  of  the  Emperor  Theodosius  II.  in  435  ;  but  in 
the  seventeenth  century  Hobbes  and  Spinoza  (who 
also,  as  we  have  seen,  anticipated  important  modem 
views  about  the  Pentateuch)  both  expressed  doubts 
of  the  prophet's  authorship.  In  1783  Corrodi  (in 
Germany)  openly  assigned  the  book  to  the  age  of 
Antiochus  ;  and  every  decade  added  fresh  support 
to  his  plea.  It  received  the  weighty  adhesion  of 
Gesenius  and  Eichhorn ;  and  Bleek  and  De  Welte 
were  of  one  mind  with  them.  English  Biblical  study 
was  of  course  slow  to  move,  but  it  has  already  been 
noted  that  Dr.  Arnold  in  1840  frankly  declared  in 
correspondence  that  the  pretended  prophecy  about 
the  kings  of  Greece  and  Persia  was  mere  history, 
like  the  poetical  prophecies  in  Virgil  and  elsewhere,* 
Dr.  Arnold  died,  and  his  biographer  could  not  be 
prosecuted  for  publishing  another  man's  words.  But 
in  1861  Dr.  Rowland  Williams  was  arraigned  in  the 
Court  of  Arches  *  for  denying  that  the  book  was 
written  by  Daniel,  and  three  years  later  Dr.  Pusey 
poured  forth  all  his  learning  in  its  defence.*  The 
preface  to  this  famous  volume  exhibits  so  clearly  the 
difficulties  which  Biblical  students  then  had  to  meet, 
that  a  few  sentences  may  be  here  presented  : 

'  Others  who  wrote  in  defence  of  the  faith  engaged  in  lufer 

lunt  of  Jrrome,   at  the  eod   of  Ibe  fourth  ceutor;. 
s  replied   to  Porphyry,    but  their  trraltses  have  nM 

(t,  letter  ciii. ;  aee  Lect.  I,  p.  14. 

I,  p.  31.         *  Dtotttl  lit  Profiiut,  1864. 
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lubjects  ;  I  toot  for  my  province  one  more  confined  but  definite 
i  I  selected  the  book  of  Daniel,  because  unbelieving  critics 
considered  their  attacks  upon  il  to  be  one  of  their  greatest 
triumphs.  The  exposure  of  the  weakness  of  some  ill-alleged 
point  of  evidence  has  often  thrown  suspicion  on  a  whole  faith. 
The  exposure  of  the  weakness  of  criticism  where  it  thought  itself 
I  triuoipbant,  would,  I  hoped,  shake  the  confidence  of  the 
young  in  their  would-be  misleaders.  True,  disbelief  of  Daniel 
had  become  an  axiom  of  the  unbelieving  critical  school.  Only 
they  mistook  the  result  of  unbelief  for  the  victory  of  criticism. 
They  overlooked  the  historical  fact  that  the  disbelief  had  been 
uitecedent  to  the  criticism.  Disbelief  had  been  the  parent  not 
the  offspring  of  their  criticism ;  their  starting-point,  not  the 
winning-post,  of  their  course.' 

This  spirit  of  accusation  was  rebuked  with  great 
courage  and  dignity  by  a  younger  scholar,  the  Rev. 
J.  J.  Stewart  Perowne,'  who  contributed  an  article 
upon  the  book  to  the  first  number  of  the  Contem- 
porary Review}  While  expressing  his  continued 
adhesion  to  the  traditional  view,  and  his  admiration 
for  Dr.  Pusey's  vast  erudition,  he  fell  constrained  to 
add,  '  We  can  express  nothing  but  disapprobation 
both  of  the  temper  in  which  the  book  is  written,  and 
of  the  entire  perversion  of  all  critical  principles  by 
which,  in  our  judgment,  it  is  marked.' 

Once  more,  the  argument  might  be  pursued  along 
various  lines.  There  was  the  evidence  from  lan- 
guage, the  evidence  from  the  peculiar  character  of 
the  predictions,  and  the  evidence  derived  from 
secular  sources  as  to  the  historical  statements. 


'  Afterw»rda  editor  of  IJ 
Worcester 

'Jsauarj,  1S66. 


of  the  Cambridgt  Bible,  ani  Bishop  of 
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To  begin  with,  a  large  part  of  the  book  is  not 
written  in  Hebrew  at  all,  but  in  the  language  com- 
monly known  as  Aramaic  (2*''-7).  This  was  not  the 
speech  of  Babylon  in  the  sixth  century  B.C. ;  it  is  a 
Western  dialect,  of  the  type  spoken  in  and  about 
Palestine.'  Moreover  it  is  impregnated  with  Persian 
words,  of  which  there  is  no  trace  in  the  Babylonian 
inscriptions  of  the  age  of  Nebuchadrezzar  and  his 
successors.  And  not  only  so,  it  contains  the  names 
of  three  Greek  musical  instruments,  the  kitharis  or 
harp,  the  psaltenon  or  psaltery,  and  the  symphonia 
or  dulcimer  (3^^  "),  But  if  the  Babylonians,  it  was 
asked,  could  move  about  the  great  winged  bulls, 
why  could  they  not  have  imported  a  few  musical 
instruments  ?  In  the  sixth  century,  however,  the 
movement  ran  from  East  to  West,  and  it  was  Greece 
that  was  enriched  by  Babylonian  culture.  Two 
special  indications  connected  these  names  with  a 
later  day.  The  psaltery  appeared  in  Daniel  as  a 
Psantery ;  and  this  change  from  /  to  «  corresponds 
with  that  noted  by  Gregory  of  Corinth  (bishop  and 
grammarian,  about  1150  A.D.)  as  characteristic  of 
the  Macedonian  dialect*;  while  the  symphonia  is 
first  mentioned  as  a  musical  instrument  (in  contrast 
with  its  meaning  'harmony')  in  a  description  by 
Polybius  of  the  festivities  at  the  court  of  Antiochus 


'  Driver,  DaHitl,  id  '  Cunbridgc  Bible,'  1901,  p.  Ivii. 

*  So  Gcseniua  in  bis  great  Thesaurus.  On  the  other  hand  see  Pusey, 
Danitl,  p.  2S,  whom  Rowland  Williams  correctii  in  his  introdudioQ  to  the 
excellent  enpoBition  of  Mr.  Desprei,  Daniil  (1865),  p.iviii.  Thia  view  la  Mill 
held  by  good  authorities,  e.g.,  Kampbiusea  Id  EncycL  Bibi.,  i.  1009. 
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Epiphanes.'  The  evidence  of  language,  then,  points 
to  the  Greek  age,  as  clearly  as  the  use  of  terms  like 
'legion,'  'centurion,'  'census,'  'denarius,'  in  the 
Gospels,  points  to  Rome. 

But,  again,  the  famous  eleventh  chapter  not  only 
depicts  the  rise  of  Alexander  the  Great,  and  the  con- 
fusion that  followed  his  death  *^,  it  proceeds  to 
detail  the  history  of  two  kingdoms,  that  of  the 
Seleucidae  in  the  north,  in  Syria,  and  the  Ptolemies 
in  Egypt  in  the  south.  The  events  are  rapidly 
traced  to  the  accession  of  Antiochus  Epiphanes 
( '  75" '  ^4)  ■  his  evacuation  of  Egypt  under  the  urgency 
of  C.  Popillius  Laenas  and  the  other  Roman  legates 
in  168,  followed  by  his  return  to  Antioch  and  the 
beginning  of  the  persecution  of  the  Jews,  is  nar- 
rated in  '"^.  The  writer  then  passes  swiftly  to  the 
final  catastrophe  ;  he  is  probably  cognisant  (8") 
of  the  purification  of  the  temple  in  December,  165  ; 
he  pictures  the  overthrow  of  the  blasphemer  just 
at  the  height  of  his  power  after  a  vast  campaign  of 
conquest,  when  his  pavilion  is  planted  between  the 
Mediterranean  and  the  temple-mount,  11"^'';  but  at 
this  point,  his  vision  fails  him,  Antiochus  died  at 
Tabae  in  Persia  in  the  summer  of  164.  If  the  whole 
previous  survey  was  really  prophetic,  why  was  not 
the  inspiration  maintained  accurately  to  the  end  ? 
And  what  parallel  could  be  found  for  such  exact 
anticipations  as  (for  instance)  the  defeat  of  Antiochus 

'  See  the  pa»sBges  quoled  (from  Alhenteus)  by  Driver.  Daniit  (Cambridge 
Bible,  1901),  p.  39.  On  Ihe  generil  question  the  articles  on  'Music'  ia 
Hartinss'  Did.  oftkt  BibU,  and  Ew^.  Bibl.  may  be  coiuutted. 
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the  Great  at  Magnesia  by  the  Roman  '  capta 
('*  RV  margin)  Lucius  Cornelius  Scipio,  in  190, 
the  mission  of  the  '  exactor '  Heliodorus  ",  treasurer 
of  Seleucus  IV.  {187-75)?  Well  might  Dr.  Thirl- 
wall,  who  never  lost  the  sense  of  the  historian  in 
the  bishop,  in  writing  to  Mr.  Perowne  concerning 
his  article,  say  *  : — 

'  No  part  of  Dr.  Pusey's  argument  appears  to  me  less  satis- 
factory than  that  in  which  he  attempts  to  meet  the  ohjections 
grounded  on  the  minutenesa  of  the  details  in  the  eleventh  chapter. 
It  ought  not  to  be  denied  that  such  a  forestalling  of  history  hy 
prophecy  is  absolutely  unique  in  the  Old  Testament,  and  I 
believe  that  the  fact  wili  always  be  felt  by  intelligent  readers 
as  a  very  serious  difficulty  ;  that  which  weighs  most  of  all  against 
the  genuineness  of  the  book.' 

When  the  Bishop  wrote,  it  was  still  thought 
possible  by  competent  students  to  harmonise  (by 
means  of  various  hypotheses)  the  statements  of  the 
book  concerning  Belshazzar,  the  fall  of  Babylon,  and 
the  accession  of  Danus  the  Mede,  with  the  narratives 
of  secular  history.  But  the  discovery  of  the  cunei- 
form tablets  in  which  the  victors  tell  their  own  story, 
makes  it  finally  impossible  to  believe  that  the  author 
of  Daniel  was  contemporary  with  the  scenes  which 
he  describes.  Prof.  Sayce,  who  has  earnestly 
pleaded  for  the  Mosaic  origin  of  the  Pentateuch 
on  the  ground  of  the  authority  of  Christ,  quietly  sets 
that  august  sanction  aside  as  he  expounds  the  testi- 
mony of  the  conqueror   himself.*      Belshazzar    was 

■  Ultera,  etc  (1881),  p.  348. 

>   Tht   •  Hightr   CrititatM '    and   Ihi    Vtrdid   of  Iht   MoHUnUHls,   1894, 
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not  the  son  of  Nebuchadrezzar  (5*"  ""),  but  of 
Nabunaid,  himself  sepa.rated  by  various  changes  of 
dynasty  from  the  great  monarch.  Nor  was  Bel- 
shazzar  on  the  throne  when  Babylon  was  taken""; 
his  father  Nabunaid  still  reigned,  and  survived  the 
disaster.  And  the  captor  was  not  Darius  the  Mede," 
who  never  existed  ;  it  was  Gobryas,  the  general  of 
the  Persian  Cyrus.  The  gates  were  opened  to  him  ; 
he  entered  the  city  with  his  troops,  and  there  was  no 
resistance ;  in  contrast  to  the  ruin  which  befel  the 
temple  at  Jerusalem,  the  daily  ser\'ices  in  the  mag- 
nificent sanctuary  of  Bel  Merodach  were  never 
interrupted.  Business  still  continued  to  be  done 
under  the  name  of  Nabunaid  ;  Cyrus  did  not  arrive 
for  three  months  later ;  and  a  series  of  contract 
tablets  shows  that  the  ordinary  operations  of  trade 
were  unaffected  by  the  war.  The  proof  is  decisive 
that  the  author  of  Daniel  was  remote  both  in  time 
and  place  from  the  reign  of  Nebuchadrezzar  and  the 
banks  of  the  Euphrates  ;  and  the  presumption  be- 
comes then  exceedingly  strong  that  he  lived  in  the 
age  of  the  Maccabees.  Further  recital  of  the 
advance  of  the  critical  view  is  needless.  This 
result  also  is  duly  registered  in  the  modern  Bible 
dictionaries/  and  is  one  of  the  accepted  Issues  of 
the  '  historical  method.' 

The  process  of  which  two  conspicuous  examples 
have  been  briefly  sketched,  has  not  of  course  been 

'  An  atlcmpl  U  still  made  in  the  second  edition  of  Smith's  Did.,  vol.  i. 
(1893),  to  evade  the  force  of  the  cuDeifonn  evidence  by  vague  general  aaser- 
lioa  which  ii  absolutely  wortbleas. 


lyS  CHANGED  VIEWS 

confined  to  them.  The  whole  range  of  the  prophetic 
literalure  has  been  scrutinised  with  the  utmost  care. 
Traces  of  incessant  editorial  manipulation  have  been 
discovered  in  various  forms ;  in  the  insertion  of 
shorter  or  longer  passages  ;  in  the  expansion  of  older 
oracles,  and  the  addition  of  new  ones ;  in  the 
aggregation  of  prophecies  of  widely  different  dates 
into  single  collections.  The  evidence  for  this  con- 
clusion is  always  substantially  the  same  in  kind, 
though  necessarily  often  var)'ing  in  amount  and  force. 
The  book  of  Joel  has  been  dislodged  from  its  place 
as  the  first  product  of  prophetic  literature,  and  is 
now  placed  at  least  in  the  fourth  century  in  sight  of 
the  Greek  age.  The  mysterious  group  of  discourses 
blended  in  /s.  24-27  finds  its  best  explanation  in 
connexion  with  the  immense  social  convulsions  under 
Artaxerxes  III.  (359-339),  culminating  in  the  onset 
of  Greece  on  Persia  led  by  Alexander  the  Great.' 
Into  the  writings  of  Amos,  Hosea,  Micah,  other  and 
later  elements  have  been  incorporated  (a  curious 
instance  is  found  in  the  parallel  passages  Is.  2"  and 
Mic.  4*"*)  ;  and  the  gloom  of  present  distresses  is 
relieved  by  brighter  hopes.  Similarly  the  book  of 
Jeremiah  contains  passages  certainly  not  from  the 
hand  of  the  prophet ;  and  after  standing  by  the  side 
of  Zerubbabel  and  Joshua  in  Zech.  1-8  (520-518 
B.C.)  under  Darius,  the  reader  is  suddenly  trans- 
ported in  9"  to  an  age  when  Greece  has  become  the 
great  world-power. 

'  So  Cheynt,  Skinoer,  and  others.     Duhm  thinki  he  can  trace  ■llu&iciiLs 
to  Rome  kdA  the  evcDta  of  the  latter  part  of  the  second  century  s.c 
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In  all  these  cases  the  first  aim  of  the  interpreter 
is  to  discover  the  historical  situation  in  which  the 
prophet  speaks.  There  lies  the  clue  to  his  meaning. 
This  method  may,  indeed,  render  many  of  the  appli- 
cations of  prophecy  made  in  the  New  Testament 
quite  unsuitable.'  The  formula  of  Matt.  \^,  '  Now 
all  this  is  come  to  pass,  that  it  might  be  fulfilled 
which  was  spoken  by  the  Lord  through  the  prophet," 
rests  on  modes  of  interpretation — the  isolation  of  a 
verse  from  its  context — which  are  now  abandoned. 
The  study  of  /s.  7"""  shows  that  the  Kvangelist's 
connexion  of  the  promised  child  in  "  with  the  birth 
of  Jesus  could  not  have  been  in  the  prophet's  mind. 
He  is  to  be  born  during  the  invasion  by  the  allied 
Idngs  of  Ephraim  and  Syria  from  which  Judah  was 
then  suffering.  His  first  years  will  be  passed  in 
privation  ;  the  crops  will  be  destroyed,  the  land  no 
longer  tilled  ;  only  a  young  cow  will  be  left  here  and 
there  to  supply  milk  **'" ;  and  ihe  curds  and  wild 
honey  which  are  to  be  his  food  ^*,  will  be  a  diet  of 
want  and  not  of  luxury.^  But  before  he  reaches 
years  of  discretion",  the  territories  of  ihe  invading 

I  Readers  of  Dr.  Rowland  Williairs's  early  volume  of  BermoDS.  entitled 
Rational  GodburMS,  1S55,  will  have  noted  tbe  candid  mrord  of  the  alow 
nummcnl  of  his  mind.  Mr.  Woods,  Tfit  Hope  of  Israel,  p.  80,  quotes  from 
a  letter  evoked  by  the  storm  which  Ihe  book  eicitcd,  '  What  Bishop  Butler 
coDo^ed  hypntheticaliy.  that  all  prophecies  in  the  Old  Testament  referred 
primarily  to  the  Jewish  people,  kings,  or  prophets,  must  in  the  present  state 
of  Bible  criticiaiD  be  accepted  as  a  fact.' 


'  is  origiDBl.     Budde,  on  Ihe 
9)1  P-  y^  proposes  to  strike 
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A  v;s^•  ^h^^r.g^  h-ss  :r.jL5  •-iicen  pLiie  .r.  cur  rox- 
j/r*;r,':r.';;or.  of  T.':-^  v^r.erable  jrterAZces.  Ir:  what 
i,/hf  tfi'Tf*,  ^r*:  r,hev  viewed  :o-dAv  ?  Waa:  is  the 
;/i;i/>:  of  th*:  proph':*s  in  the  religion  of  Israel,  as  it 
in  ^yA\$r*',/,*'A  if:  the  Old  Testament?  The  answer  is 
th;if  with  rh';m  rather  than  with  the  Law  lay  its 
informing  pow^rr ;  they  were  the  true  authors  of  their 
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people's  faith  and  hope ;  and  it  is  justly  said  that 
'  in  the  religious  regeneration  of  Europe  prophetism 
is  still  one  of  the  forces  of  the  future.' ' 


In  its  rudest  form  the  prophetism  of  Israel  be- 
longs to  a  group  of  religious  beliefs  and  usages 
that  are  widely  spread  all  round  the  globe  Under 
the  palm-groves  of  West  Africa,  on  the  steppes  of 
central  and  northern  Asia,  in  the  forests  of  North 
America,  the  peoples  of  the  lower  culture  have 
recognised  certain  individuals  among  them  as  cap- 
able of  states  of  inspiration  or  possession,  often 
induced  by  music  and  song,  and  marked  by  wondrous 
insight  into  the  unseen.  Such  persons  manifest  mys- 
terious knowledge  both  of  the  past  and  the  future. 
Among  higher  races — our  very  word  '  prophet ' 
comes  to  us  from  the  Greeks* — these  powers  some- 
times displayed  themselves  in  nobler  ways.  Tacitus 
bore  testimony  to  the  love  of  the  Teutonic  tribes  for 
heroic  song,  and  drew  attention  to  the  special  part 
played  by  women  as  prophetesses.'  Characteristic 
of  Scandinavian  mythology  were  the  dim  figures 
of  the  three  Norns — prototypes  of  the  three 
weird  sisters  who  addressed  Macbeth — symbols  of 
the  Past  (Urdr),  the  Present  (Verdandi),  and  the 
Future  (Skuld).  And  no  less  characteristic  of  early 
Scandinavian    society    were    the    Valas    or    Volvas 

'  Dumesteter,  prelace  la  Lts  Prophilta  d'lsratl, 

*  Some  illuatratioDS  o(  Greek  prophetic  ideis  are  given  below. 

>  Tac.  Gtntt.  3,  Hist,  iv,  6l. 
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(prophetesses),  who  sang  their  mystic  songs,  some 
of  which,  dealing  with  the  birth-hour  of  the  world, 
and  high  themes  of  judgment  and  regeneration, 
have  come  down  to  us  from  pre-Christian  days  in 
the  group  of  poems  known  as  the  Wolospa.^  The 
ancient  Irish  hards  shared  many  of  the  functions 
commonly  assigned  to  the  Druids ;  *  they  were 
organised  in  schools ;  they  underwent  long  and 
laborious  training ;  and  they,  too,  produced  a  special 
literature,  that  of  the^s  or  vision,  and  of  the  imram 
or  wandering,'  in  search  of  the  happv  land  beyond 
the  western  sea. — What  is  it,  then,  which  has  given 
to  the  prophecy  of  Israel  its  incomparable  force  ? 

The  Hebrew  term  nabi'  is  derived  from  a  root 
which  is  widely  spread  through  the  Semitic  lan- 
guages, and  appears  in  the  Arabic  and  Ethiopic  on 
the  south,  and  the  Assyro-Babylonian  in  the  north. 
The  Assyrian  nabu  means  to  call  or  proclaim  ;  and 
Nebo,  to  whose  worship  the  mountain  in  Moab  was 
probably  dedicated,  was  the  prophet,  the  spokesman, 
or  the  herald  (it  may  be)  of  the  great  Babylonian 
deity  Marduk.  Under  what  impulses  the  nabi' 
originally  appeared  in  Israel,  cannot  be  determined 
with    certainty.'     We    see    them   first  parading  the 

'  See  the  Corpua  Potticum  Bonab,  edited  by  Vigfusioii  aod  Powell  (1883), 
vol.  iL  p.  631. 

'The  Gaelic /dirt  or/d.rfA  is  supposed  lo  be  identical  wilh  the  L«tin  oalif 
(bard),  uid  ia  Eometime.i  connected  wilb  a  Sanskrit  root  meaning  'speak.' 

'Sec  Tht  Voyagt  0/ Bran,  by  Meyer  and  Null  (1895). 

*  A  valuable  antiquarian  note  tells  us,  1  Sam.  9',  thai  the  farmer  mmie  of 
the  riisr  was  roV  or  'seer.'  The  editors  ol  tbe  Oiford  Hebrew  Lexicon 
suppose  that  tbe  change  probably  occurred  in  the  times  of  Elijah, 
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country  with  a  band  of  music  in  the  gloomy  days  of 
the  Philistine  oppression  (t  Sam.  lo''"').  They  are 
the  organs  of  a  new  religious  fervour,  manifesting 
itself  in  excited  utterance  and  demeanour,  so  that 
'  prophet '  and  '  madman '  are  again  and  again  allied 
(e.g.  3  Kings  9",  Hos.  <^,  Jer.  29^).  So  swift  is 
the  contagion  of  enthusiasm,  that  when  Saul  meets 
them  he  is  swept  away  into  like  ecstasy  ;  and,  accord- 
ing to  another  tradition  of  the  origin  of  the  proverbial 
question  '  Is  Saul  also  among  the  prophets  ?  '  under 
this  potent  influence  he  strips  off  his  robes,  and  lies 
naked  before  Samuel  for  a  day  and  a  night,  1  Sam. 
ig*""**.  Whether  this  was  evoked,  within  the  religion 
of  Yahweh,  by  contact  (as  many  eminent  critics  have 
supposed)  with  some  Canaanile  influence ;  whether 
(as  Prof.  Cheyne  has  recently  suggested)'  the  hairy 
mantle  and  the  marks  over  the  eyes  which  distin- 
guished the  prophet,  were  of  North  Arabian  origin ; 
or  whether,  as  Budde  has  pleaded,*  prophetism  was 
really  native  to  Israel,  or  to  a  section  of  the  people, 
perhaps  from  very  ancient  times,  and  awoke  from 
long  slumber  in  the  urgent  need  of  a  fresh  force  to 
throw  off  the  Philistine  oppression — these  are  in- 
teresting problems  of  the  historical  antecedents  of  a 
movement  destined  to  affect  all  higher  religious 
thought,  but  they  cannot  be  argued  here.*  What  is 
certain  is  that  the  prophets  became  the  impassioned 
champions  of  the  religion  of  Yahweh. 

'  Ene.  Bibl.  m.  .1857.  "  Riligitm  0/ Israel,  p.  97. 

•  See,  for  iMtaace.  the  lectures  on  Th*  Prophtli  0/  tht  Old  Test,   by  Prot 
W.  RobcTtMui  Smith,  and  ed.,  1895. 
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With    this    religion    were    involved,  on  the  onfl 
hand,  certain  powerhil  ideas  of  nationality,  and  on 
the    other  certain  vivid    moral  emotions  concernei 
with    the  obedience  of  Israel   to  its   God.     In  oni 
aspect   prophetism    occupied    itself    with    politi 
Gad  joins  David's  band  of  outlaws  in  the  cave  i 
Adutlam  ;   Nathan  promotes  the  accession  of  Solo; 
mon ;  and  tradition  assigned  to  Ahijah  a  share 
the  disruption  under   Jeroboam.       In    the    northei 
kingdom   prophets  are   numerous  at  Ahab's  coui 
After  Elijah  has   led   the  opposition    to  the  Syri 
Baal  to  whose  worship  queen  Jezebel   was  < 
the    wealth    and    vigour  of  the  monarchy   are 
manifest     signs     of     Yahweh's     favour,    and 
hundred  prophets,  assembled  before  the  royal  thn 
in    front    of    the    gate    at    Samaria,  promise 
victory     in     his     expedition     to     Ramoth    Gilo 
(i    Kings    22).      Elisha    instigates    the    revolu 
which  brings  Jehu    into    power    through    the    ma! 
sacre  of  the  house  of  Omri :  and  in  later  days  Isaia 
and  Jeremiah  are  at   once  the   opponents   and  ■ 
confidants  of  kings.      But  their  political  designs  : 
linked  with  moral  and  religious  ideas  which  have  i 
them    extraordinary     capacity    of    growth, 
tradition  told  of  the  rebuke  which    Nathan  adn 
tered   to  David  for  his   crime  against  Uriah, 
fall    of   Ahab    and    the    miserable    fate   of  his  ( 
scendants  is  associated  with  the  dark  deed  by  whid 
Naboth  perished.     In  the  struggle  with  the   Syna 
Baal,  as  in  the  tornado  which  sweeps  away  the  huj 
family  of  the  guilty  king,  there  is  a  certain  relentlei 
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ferocity  which  expresses  with  terrible  intensity  what 
were  felt  to  be  the  necessities  and  penis  of  the 
situation.  At  all  costs  Israel  must  be  preserved  in 
obedience  to  Yahweh  ;  at  all  costs  the  punishment 
of  crime  must  overtake  not  only  the  evil-doer  him- 
self but  even  all  who  belonged  to  him. 

Under  these  two  deep  convictions,  that  Israel 
owed  unswerving  loyalty  to  Yahweh,  and  that  Yah- 
weh demanded  well-doing  and  chastised  sin,  pro- 
phetic thought  began  to  react  upon  the  ancient 
traditions.  The  stories  of  tribal  forefathers,  frag- 
ments of  antique  song,  snatches  of  myth  and  folk- 
lore, tales  of  the  sanctuaries,  were  patiently  wrought 
into  systematic  shape.  A  scheme  of  patriarchal 
relationships  was  slowly  framed  into  which  other  and 
later  material  could  be  incorporated  ;  the  figures  of 
Abram,  Isaac,  Jacob,  stood  out  more  cleady  ;  and 
the  divine  promise  of  the  land  which  could  not  be 
realised  under  Egyptian  bondage,  supplied  a  kind  of 
higher  necessity  for  the  deliverance  of  Israel  by 
Moses.  At  Sinai  Yahweh  bound  Israel  to  him  by 
solemn  covenant;  and  in  the  union  thus  effected  lay 
the  germ  which  should  expand  to  embrace  the  world. 
It  mattered  not  that  the  ideas  of  Yahweh  should  be 
often  crude  and  unspiritual  ;  a  form  of  religious 
conception  was  supplied  into  which  all  experience 
could  be  gradually  cast ;  as  the  outlook  widened,  the 
relations  of  Israel  with  other  nations  were  defined; 
dim  vistas  of  the  past  were  by  degrees  filled  with 
mysterious  figures  issuing  from  the  dawn  of  history  ; 
until  at  length  a  complete   connexion   was   estab- 


1 86  CHANGED  VIEWS  ucr.iv. 

lished  between  the  tribes  in  Canaan  and  the  first 
pair  in  Eden,  and  one  divine  guidance  knit  the  whole 
together.  Such  were  the  contents  of  the  first  con- 
tinuous series  of  records  compiled  in  Judah  early 
in  the  ninth  century,  and  known  among  the  Pen- 
tateuchal  documents  as  J.  It  brought  down  Israel's 
story  to  the  great  days  of  David,  whose  empire  was 
interpreted  as  the  gift  of  Yahweh's  favour,  and  sup- 
plied a  picture  of  national  grandeur  after  which 
religious  patriotism  could  again  and  again  aspire. 
Retold,  in  Ephraim,  on  the  basis  of  a  theory  of 
revelation  which  regarded  the  sacred  divine  name  as 
first  disclosed  to  Moses  at  Horeb,  the  national 
traditions  were  incorporated  in  the  narrative  and 
legislation  assigned  to  E,  whose  sympathy  with 
prophecy  was  indicated  by  his  ascription  of  the 
prophetic  character  to  Abraham,  Gen.  20*,  and 
his  delineation  of  the  exalted  activity  of  Moses. 
These  two  documents  became  the  depositories  of 
what  may  be  called  the  Mosaic  idea ;  they  enable 
us  to  understand  the  imaginative  background  of 
prophetic  appeal ;  they  do  not,  indeed,  explain  all 
the  elements  of  the  national  religion — of  the 
popular  expectation  of  *  Yahweh's  day,'  for  in- 
stance, Amos  5^,  they  say  nothing — but  they 
illuminate  for  us  the  moral  and  religious  atmo- 
sphere in  which  the  great  Prophecy  of  the  eighth 
century  arose. 

The  sudden  appearance  of  Amos  about  760  B.C., 
his  passionate  utterance,  his  noble  literary  form,  can 
never  be  explained.     The  swift  succession,  Amos, 
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Hosea,  Isaiah,  Micah,  reminds  us  of  other  periods 
of  marked  intellectual  or  artistic  activity,  when 
quickening  influences  have  played  through  the 
human  spirit ;  the  rise  of  Greek  tragedy,  of  early 
Italian  painting,  of  Elizabethan  drama,  has  in  each 
case  a  mystery  at  its  core.  As  we  survey  these 
mighty  personalities,  the  first  impression  we  receive 
is  that  of  the  extraordinary  concentration  of  their 
spiritual  energy,  and  yet,  withal,  the  variety  of  their 
outlook  upon  life.  A  whole  panorama  is  spread  out 
before  us.  The  country  shepherds  and  the  magnates 
of  the  realm, — the  homely  peasant  and  the  fine  ladies 
of  the  court, — the  sublimities  of  the  desert,  the  in- 
cidents of  the  vineyard  or  the  farm,  and  the  drunken 
groups  of  city  priests, — we  see  and  hear  them  all. 
The  nations  around  pass  and  re-pass  across  the 
Stage ;  and  one  great  terror  draws  steadily  nearer, 
as  the  Assyrian  advances  with  ruin  and  devastation 
in  his  train.  So  the  work  of  the  prophets  has  its 
social  aspect,  and  they  pass  sentence  on  the  tyranny 
of  the  rich  over  the  poor,  the  corruption  of  luxury, 
the  extravagance  of  fashion,  the  maladministration 
o(  justice,  the  cruel  eviction  of  defaulters,  the 
shameless  aggregation  of  estates,  the  crimes  of 
the  ministers  of  the  altar  at  Shechem,  who  are 
apparently  denounced  by  Hosea  for  murdering  the 
pilgrims  to  their  sanctuary  (6*).'  It  has  its  political 
side,  when  Isaiah  denounces  state  intrigues,  declaims 
against  rotten  alliances,  flings  out  bitter  warnings  of 
the  worthlessness  of  fortifications  and  the  impotence 

>  Tbe  Slate  of  the  text,  bowever,  nukes  the  inlerpretalioa 
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of  munitions  of  war,  appeals  for  confidence  in  Yah- 
weh,  and  at  the  crisis  of  Sennacherib's  invasion  is 
justified  in  his  subUme  impracticableness. 

But  at  every  turn  the  social  and  political  interests 
pass  into  the  moral  and  religious,  or  rather  are  ani- 
mated and  controlled  by  them.  What  had  been  long 
implicit  in  the  higher  Yahwism,  now  begins  to 
receive  noble  expression,  and  is  applied  with  fearless 
and  penetrating  power.  On  the  one  hand  are  the 
ancient  sanctuaries  where  the  worship  of  the  local 
Baals  had  often  been  so  strangely  blended  with  that 
of  Yahweh  himself.  These  are  Israel's  *  lovers,* 
wooing  her  with  wealth  of  com  and  wine,  of  wool 
and  flax.  From  these  the  guilty  nation  must  be 
withdrawn ;  the  festal  days  must  cease ;  and  in 
solitude  and  suffering  she  must  learn  once  more 
reverence  and  lovaltv  to  her  true  Lord.  But  there 
is  also  a  wrong  worship  of  Yahweh.  There  is  the 
impotence  of  the  image,  for  what  wood  or  stone  will 
avail  to  help  in  Yahweh's  great  day  ?  And  there  is 
the  immoral  confidence  of  the  formalist,  who  thinks 
that  punctual  dues  and  stated  attendance  will  satisfy 
the  claims  of  the  heavenly  justice  and  the  loving- 
kindness  of  Yahweh.  In  both  kingdoms  piety  was 
assiduous,  and  crowds  trod  the  temple  courts. 
Assured  of  the  divine  favour  through  the  outward 
tokens  of  prosperity,  they  could  not  understand  that 
there  was  anything  amiss.  They  look  for  a  *  day ' 
of  triumph,  it  will  prove  a  day  of  doom  ;  they  expect 
Yahweh  in  a  blaze  of  glory,  it  will  turn  into  blackest 
night.     That  connexion  with  Yahweh  of  which  they 
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boasted,  led  straight  not  to  national  exaltation  but 
to  national  judgment. 

This  was  the  fundamental  difference  between  the 
prophetic  and  the  popular  view.  The  unspiritual 
uationalism  argued  much  as  Jephthah  had  argued 
with  the  Ammonites:  'You  hold  what  your  god 
Chemosh  can  keep  for  you ;  we  hold  what  our  god 
Yahweh  secures  for  us.'*  The  successes  of  Jero- 
boam 11,,  which  again  extended  the  boundary  of  the 
Northern  Kingdom,  were  the  mark  of  Yahweh's 
good-will;  if  wealth  poured  into  Judah,  Yahweh 
was  satisfied  with  his  people.  Why,  then,  should 
ihey  not  go  on  as  they  were  ?  Was  he  not  with 
them  visibly,  Amos  5"?  It  is  probable  that  many 
of  the  lower-minded  prophets  nourished  themselves 
on  this  belief.  The  tie  which  Yahweh  had  himself 
fornied  with  Israel,  he  was,  in  this  aspect,  pledged  to 
raaintain.  Its  continued  safety  was  essential  to  his 
own  good  name.  This  singular  conception  of  a  kind 
of  reciprocity  between  a  people  and  its  god,  which 
lies  in  the  background  of  more  than  one  passage  in 
the  traditions  of  the  Mosaic  days,*  the  higher  pro- 
phecy flung  scornfully  to  the  winds.  Far  above 
Israel  and  its  neighbour  peoples  rises  the  sublime 
figure  of  Yahweh,  transcending  earth  and  sky  with 
illimitable  power.  No  mountain-glade  or  ocean- 
deep  can  hide  the  fugitives  from  him.  From  the 
top  of  heaven  to  the  lowest  pit  of  Sheol  his  hand  can 
always  reach  them.  This  is  the  majestic  being  who 
says  to    Israel,  '  You  only  have    I  known  of  all  the 

'  yut^i  ii**.        '  Exoii.  33",  flfHM.  14".  DtHl.  9". 
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families  of  the  earth,'  and  draws  the  terrible  and  un- 
looked-for inference,  '  therefore  I  will  visit  upon  you 
all  your  iniquities,'  Amos,  3' ;  so  that  '  captivity 
beyond  Damascus'  awaits  the  self-confident  in  their 
pride,  5".  Hosea  interprets  the  disastrous  ruin  of 
his  married  life  as  a  symbol  of  Israel's  faithlessness 
to  her  exalted  spouse.  Through  his  own  poignant 
sorrow  he  comprehends  Yahweh's  yearning  over  his 
people.  In  the  stages  of  fall  and  discipline,  of  re- 
covery and  forgiveness,  he  sees  the  assurance  of  a 
divine  love  which  can  never  rest  until  redemption  is 
complete.  A  new  betrothal  shall  take  place,  be- 
tween the  nation  and  its  Lord.  The  earth  shall 
respond  to  the  wedding  gifts  of  com  and  wine  and 
oil,  and  sky  shall  answer  the  appeal  of  earth,  and 
Yahweh  himself  shall  respond  to  the  skies ;  in 
righteousness  and  judgment,  in  loving-kindness  and 
in  mercies,  the  union  of  people  and  God  shall  be  for 
ever;  and  the  book  closes  with  a  vision  of  Israel 
like  a  forest  tree  quickened  into  might  and  beauty 
with  new  life. 

Here,  then,  are  the  beginnings  of  the  great  ideas 
which  the  people  of  Yahweh  were  to  carry  forth  to 
the  world.  They  are  declared  in  figure  and  vision, 
not  in  terms  of  abstract  thought  ;  they  are  uttered 
in  the  language  of  poetry  instead  of  philosophy  ; 
they  are  sometimes  entangled  in  the  swift  move- 
ment of  events ;  but  the  majestic  conceptions  of 
Yahweh's  creative  might,  his  universal  sovereignty, 
his  rule  of  righteousness,  his  providential  purpose, 
his  inevitable  judgment,  his  purifying  love,  illumine 
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these  pages  with  unfading  glow.  The  great  critic 
and  historian  Kuenen  summed  up  the  contribution 
of  eighth  century  prophecy  to  the  faith  of  Israel  in 
two  words,  '  Ethical  Monotheism.'  How  far  that 
description  can  be  said  to  be  exhaustive,  we  may 
presently  enquire. 


VI. 


The  reaction  of  prophetic  thought  on  the 
national  traditions  has  been  already  indicated. 
Again  and  again,  it  would  seem,  did  later  hands, 
in  enthusiastic  devotion  to  the  sublime  authority 
of  Yahweh,  enrich  the  ancient  story  with  touches 
prompted  by  the  rising  conceptions  of  his  majesty. 
After  Yahweh  and  his  two  angels  have  shared 
Abraham's  hospitality,  and  Yahweh,  questioning 
within  himself  whether  he  should  disclose  to  the 
patriarch  the  purpose  of  his  intended  visit  of  inspec- 
tion to  Sodom  and  Gomorrah,  Gen.  i8"",  follows 
the  solemn  interview  when  Abraham  intercedes  for 
the  doomed  city, — '  Shall  not  the  Judge  of  all  the 
earth  do  right?'  The  plea  is  inconsistent  with  the 
older  and  ruder  representation,  and  belongs  to  the 
wider  view  which  is  escaping  from  its  earlier 
limitations.  So  does  the  description  of  the  passing 
of  Yahweh  before  Moses  on  the  mount,  Exod.  34*'', 
•■ith  its  enumeration  of  the  divine  attributes,  cited 
again  in  Num.   i4"'^^'     Most  striking  among  such 

:  struggle  between  Mosea  and  Pharaoh,  see  Tkt 
r  Thr  ComfoadtHm  of  tin  Haaltuck.  198'. 


additions,  in  the  belief  of  a  large  company  of  modem 
critics,  is  the  brief  group  of  the  '  Ten  Words '  in 
Exod.  20  Unlike  other  divine  instructions  to  Moses, 
these  are  represented  as  having  been  actually  uttered 
by  Deity  from  the  sacred  mount.  In  this  summary 
of  religious  and  moral  duty,  '  ethical  monotheism  ' 
receives  its  most  condensed  expression.'  It  was 
certainly  thrown  into  its  present  shape  (apart  from 
certain  details)  before  the  compilation  of  the  Deuter- 
onomic  homilies ;  and  it  is  probably  to  be  regarded 
as  the  outcome,  in  the  form  of  law,  of  the  prophetic 
conception  of  the  demands  of  Yahweh  on  the  per- 
sonal devotion  and  social  life  of  Israel.*  In  thus 
concentrating  attention  on  fundamental  obligations 
of  pious  worship  and  family  sanctity,  without 
reference  to  ritual  observance  (save  in  the  keeping 
of  the  sabbath),  the  Decalogue  is  true  to  the  spirit 
of  the  higher  prophecy,  and  rises  above  the  earlier 
'  Words  '  of  the  older  document  J  in  Exod.  34"^". 

That  the  order  of  history  now  places  '  the 
Prophets '  before  '  the  Law,'  was  shown  in  the  last 
lecture.  The  full  meaning  of  this  inversion  of  the 
traditional  formula  only  now,  however,  comes  into 
view.  For  it  was  prophecy  which  gave  to  Israel's 
religion  the  strength  needful  to  endure  the  tre- 
mendous catastrophes  which  befel    it  ;    and  it  did 

<  See  Thi  Haateweh,  ii,  on  Exod.  lO ;  or  TA*  Cotnpoalion  of  At  Htxm- 
Itudi,  pp.  aa3-6.  Cp.  the  article  '  Decalogue,'  by  the  Rev.  W.  E  Addts,  in 
Eacyct.  Bibt. 

'  Compare  the  precepts  ascribed  to  Triplokmus,  a  mylhical  hiag  of  Eleusis 
before  tbe  AtbcQian  state  was  esubli^hed.  who  was  taught  the  rainous  rito 
by  Denicter,  '  worship  the  goda,' '  hoDOuryour  parents,' and  '  hurt  not  aninmls,' 
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this  by  translating  its  ideal  aims  into  a  definite 
code  of  individual  and  national  duty.  In  the 
Northern  Kingdom  its  work  was  not  sufficiently 
developed  to  attain  such  an  issue.  After  a  siege 
of  three  years,  Samaria  fell  in  722  B.C. ;  and  a  large 
portion  of  its  people  were  deported.  Their  religion 
could  not  endure  the  shock ;  it  declined  and  died. 
Had  the  conqueror  advanced,  as  some  dreaded, 
against  Jerusalem,  had  Judah  met  with  a  like  fate, 
Isaiah  would  have  left  no  more  trace  than  Amos  or 
Hosea  among  the  Ten  Tribes.  Four  or  five  genera- 
lions  later  it  was  the  turn  of  the  mountain  sanctuary. 
In  586  the  Chaldeans  did  to  the  city  of  David  what 
Assyria  had  done  to  the  city  of  Omri,  '  the  proud 
crown  of  the  drunkards  of  Ephraim.'  But  though 
the  Temple  perished,  prophetism  was  mighty  enough 
to  save  Israel's  faith  out  of  the  wreck,  and  enrich  It 
with  new  and  still  more  elevated  ideals.  What 
means  did  it  employ  for  this  purpose  ? 

The  answer  to  this  question  has  been  already 
given.'  The  triumph  of  foreign  idolatries  under 
Manasseh  was  short-lived  ;  the  disciples  of  Isaiah 
cheerfully  laid  down  their  lives  for  their  faith,  and 
the  blood  of  martyrs  proved,  as  usual,  the  seed  of 
the  Church.  At  length  the  Book  of  Deuteronomy 
embodied  the  prophetic  ideal  of  a  purified  worship ; 
and  the  reforms  carried  out  by  Joslah  were  the  first 
step  towards  planting  the  higher  religion — '  What 
doth  Yahweh  thy  God  require  of  thee,  but  to  fear 
Yahweh  thy  God,  to  walk  in  all  his  ways,  and  to 

<  See  Lect.  III.  {  vi. 
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love  him,  and  to  serve  Yahweh  thy  God  with  all  thy 
heart  and  with  all  thy  soul  ? '^-deep  in  the  bosom 
of  the  people.  The  reforms  of  Josiah  were,  indeed, 
undone.  But  no  one  could  undo  the  pubhcation 
of  Deuteronomy.  There  stood  the  great  code, 
bearing  on  its  face  the  sublime  declaration,  *  Yah- 
weh our  God,  Yahweh  is  one.*  What  power  lay  in 
this  combination  of  the  divine  Unity  with  the 
nationality  of  the  little  people  of  Judah,  depended 
largely  on  the  character  of  Yahweh.  And  the 
conception  of  his  character  it  was  the  work  of  Pro- 
phecy continually  to  exalt. 

A  glance  at  some  parallel  incidents  in  Greece 
may  bring  this  process  into  clearer  light.  The 
Greek  peoples,  spread  over  a  much  wider  area 
than  the  little  tribes  of  Israel,  all  the  way  from  the 
Ionian  coasts  of  Asia  Minor  to  South  Italy  and 
Sicily,  never  achieved  the  same  sense  of  national 
unity.  In  the  seventh  century,  before  our  era,  this 
note  was,  indeed,  already  sounded.  'The  Pan- 
Hellenic  idea,'  says  Prof.  Bury,^  '  the  conception  of 
a  common  Hellenic  race,  with  common  interests, 
was  displayed  above  all  in  the  reconstruction  of  the 
history  of  the  past.  The  Trojan  war  had  come  to 
be  regarded  as  a  common  enterprise  of  all  the 
Greeks  ;  and  this  was  the  idea  which  inspired  the 
composer  of  the  Homeric  catalogue  of  the  Ships, 
a  work  of  the  seventh  century.  This  poet  was 
studious  that  nearly  all  the  states  of  Greece  should 
be  represented   at   Troy ;    and,    as   the    Catalogue 

^  HUtory  ofGrua  (1902),  i.  p.  169. 
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became  part  of  the  Iliad  in  its  final  shape,  the 
fiction  won  universal  acceptance.'  But  this  grow- 
ing sense  of  nationality  did  not  express  itself  in  any 
corresponding  demand  for  common  worship.  No 
single  sanctuary,  not  even  that  at  Delphi,  ever 
attained  a  supreme  place  in  Greek  religion.  Philo- 
sophically, Zeus  might  serve  as  the  type  of  sohtary 
godhead  when  monotheistic  thought  rose  above  the 
popular  polytheism.  But  this  never  acquired  suffi- 
cient force  to  demand  a  remodelling  of  the  cultus. 
Nor  could  any  priesthood  elaborate  a  permanent 
body  of  theological  teaching  which  could  control 
the  constant  tendency  of  the  cults  to  split  up  into 
fresh  ones.  The  great  Orphic  movement  of  the 
sixth  century  profoundly  influenced  Greek  faith. 
But  it  did  not  exert  any  unifying  influence  on  the 
common  worships.  The  principle  of  centralisation 
never  became  a  motto  for  religious  reform.  In 
Athens,  at  a  later  day,  there  were  nineteen  dif- 
ferent Zeus-cults,  seventeen  dedicated  to  Athena, 
fifteen  to  Apollo.^  With  what  eyes  would  Jeremiah 
have  looked  on  such  a  sight ! 

The  early  religion  of  Greece,  however,  was  ex- 
traordinarily rich  in  the  terminology  of  prophecy. 
It  has  been  already  noted  that  the  word  '  prophet ' 
is  of  Greek  origin ;  it  does  not  occur  in  Homer, 
who  uses  the  term  hypophetes  instead.  When  we 
look  coldly  on  the  reformer's  '  enthusiasm,'  we 
forget  that  this  term  described  the  inspired  condi- 
tion of  the  seer  into  whom  the  god  had  physically 

■  De  la  Saussayc  RtUgioHt-gadUchU  (1SS7),  iL  p.  83. 
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entered.'  By  Apollo's  gift  Calchas  had  guided  the 
Greek  fleet  to  the  shore  of  Ilium,  and  he  knew  alike 
past,  present,  and  future.  Teiresias,  who  had  been 
blinded  by  excess  of  vision,  is  designated  by  Pindar 
'  chosen  prophet  of  the  most  high  Zeus.'  Cassandra 
feels  the  burning  fire  come  come  upon  her,  and  she 
must  utter  her  oracles  of  doom.*  Under  the  names 
of  Musseus  and  Bakis  collections  of  prophecies 
were  made  in  the  sixth  century,  some  of  which 
played  a  great  part  in  the  Persian  war.^  The 
prophet,  then,  stood  in  the  inner  circle  of  the  divine 
counsels,  and  his  aid  might  avail  where  the  priest 
could  do  no  more.  Of  this  the  whole  vast  system 
of  the  oracles  is  in  truth  the  witness ;  but,  besides 
these,  single  figures  stand  out  here  and  there  in  in- 
teresting relief.  Such  was  the  Cretan  Epimenides, 
prophet  of  Zeus,  to  whom  a  late  tradition  attributed 
the  line  cited  in  Tit.  \^,  '  Cretans  are  alway  liars.' 
His  story  is  linked  to  the  events  which  followed  the 
conspiracy  of  Cylon.* 

I  This  coDCeptiOD  is  pbilosophically  handled  by  Plato  in  the  /oil,  pp. 
S33-4.  The  Hebrew  idiom  was  Ihat  the  spirit  of  Yahweh  '  put  on '  or 
'clothed  itsell  with'  the  human  (orm  as  a  temporary  vestuie,  Judg.  ff, 
1  CkroH.  la"*,  1  Chron.  34"°. 

'Aesch.  AgatH.  II56,  cpjmmiak,  xf. 

'  Thus  Hrrod,  viii.  96,  apropos  of  the  battle  of  Salamia.  A  curtouB  sXorj 
is  told  by  Herodolui,  vii.  6,  concerning  a  distinguished  Orphic  teacher, 
Onomact^tos,  who  was  detected  in  Toiating  into  the  writiags  of  MuBf  tis  a 
prophecy  that  the  islands  olf  Lemnos  would  one  day  disappear  in  the  sea. 
For  this  offence  be  was  banished  from  Athena  by  Hipparcbus  (587-514  B.C.), 
son  of  the  tyrant  Pisistralus. 

*Grote,  Part  11,  chap.  i..  follows  the  older  view.  Meyer,  Gtsdt.  Jii 
Allrrlhums,  ii.  p.  749,  denies  bis  historical  character,  and  supposes  bim  to 
have  been  developed  out  of  an  Attic  hero.     Bury,  Hist,  of  Gncct,  i.  1S9,  ii. 
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About  632  B.C.  (according  to  the  latest  chron- 
ology) a  certain  Athenian  noble,  named  Cylon, 
attempted  to  make  himself  master  of  Athens.  The 
attempt  failed  ;  some  of  his  supporters  took  refuge 
in  the  temple  of  Athena,  Protectress  of  ihe  city; 
they  were  induced  to  quit  the  sanctuary  on  condition 
that  their  lives  should  be  spared;  but  the  promise 
was  broken,  and  they  were  afterwards  executed. 
The  Alcmsonids  who  were  concerned  in  the  viola- 
tion of  the  pledge,  were  banished.  But  the  city  still 
lay  under  pollution  incurred  through  the  insult  to  the 
goddess  ;  strange  appearances  begot  popular  terror ; 
the  Delphic  oracle  commanded  further  purification  ; 
and  the  Athenians  sent  a  ship  to  Crete  to  invite  the 
aid  of  Epimenides.  He  consented,  and  returned 
with  the  escort.'  But  the  prophet  of  Zeus  was  not 
concerned  to  emphasize  the  sole  deity  of  his  Lord, 
nor  even  to  demand  his  sole  worship.  He  simply 
(so  ran  the  tale  preserved  by  Diogenes  Laertius) 
turned  out  some  black  and  white  sheep  on  the 
Areopagus  ;  gave  orders  that  their  movements 
should  be  followed  ;  and  where  they  lay  down,  he 
bade  the  people  rear  new  altars  to  the  local  deities. 
Plutarch  does,  indeed,  ascribe  to  him  further  activity. 
The  legislation  of   Dracon,  contemporary  with  the 

475,  doc*  aot  defiaitely  decide.  Mr.  Frazer,  Fautam'al,  toI.  ii.  p.  iZ],RCcepU 
him  U  real.  For  Ihe  illualralion  of  ideas,  the  legends  have  the  same  value 
••  facta.  See  tbc  sketch  in  the  Livia  of  thi  Fhilosofiliers  by  Diogenes 
Laertiua,  and  in  Plutarch's  Life  of  SoIod.  Plato,  bonever,  Laaii,  p.  64J, 
itKideDtaJly  puts  him  much  later,  stating  that  his  visit  to  AthcDH  took  place 
■bout  leu  yean  before  the  Fersiau  war,  ■'.(.  about  500  B.C.,  when  he  correctly 
jvopbesked  the  defeat  o(  the  invaders, 

■  Hr,  Frazer  dates  hiii  visit  about  foo  BX, 
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Deuteronomic  code  in  621  B.C.,  proved  inadequate 
to  redress  the  social  wrongs  which  for  more  than  a 
generation  awoke  incessant  unrest  in  Attica.  Thirty 
years  later  Solon  was  summoned  to  the  task. 
Noble  and  merchant,  traveller,  sage,  he  was  elected 
archon,*  and  with  a  statesmanship  of  the  highest 
order  laid  the  foundations  of  Athenian  democracy. 
The  way  was  prepared  for  him,  in  Plutarch's  view, 
by  his  friendship  with  Epimenides,  who  privately 
rendered  him  considerable  help,  for  Epimenides  had 
induced  the  Athenians  to  be  more  moderate  in  thrir 
mourning,  and  abandon  certain  ancient  customs 
(especially  among  ihe  women)  of  self-mutilation 
for  the  dead.'  The  details  of  Solon's  scheme  belong 
to  the  history  of  government.  He,  too,  like  the 
Deuteronomic  legislators  had  to  provide  a  measure 
of  '  release  '  or  '  discharge  '  for  debtors  ;  *  and  en- 
franchised those  who  had  been  enslaved  for  debt,* 
He,  too,  dealt  with  the  judicial  system  ;  but  there 
was  a  vast  difference  between  Solon's  constitution 
of  the  courts  on  a  popular  basis,  and  the  theocratic 
conception    of    Deuteronomy    which    entrusted    the 

.   191 ;  m  viy  case,  a  few  years 

'  Compare  Dtut.  n'-\  Plutareh  adds,  '  And  what  was  stiU  or  gmter 
consequeace,  by  expiations,  lustrations,  and  Ibe  ercning  of  temples  atid 
shrines,  he  hailowed  and  puriGed  the  city,  and  made  people  more  obscrrMl 
□f  justice  and  more  inclined  to  udioq.' 

'  Conip.  Dim.  15'", 

'  Comp.  DiHt,  ij"-".  The  Saaachlhria  by  which  the  oppressed  debtors 
'  Bhook  off  their  burdens  '  was  the  first  act  of  Solon's  social  reform,  aod  the 
deliverance  was  celebrated  by  a  public  feast.  Compare  the  covenaDt  under 
Zedekiab  duriag  the  Chaldean  invasion,  fer.  34  ^ 
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decision  of  appeals  to  '  the  priest  that  standeth  to 
minister  before  Yahweh  thy  God '  '  in  the  place 
which  Yahweh  thy  God  shall  choose.'  Solon,  also, 
according  to  Plutarch,  placed  his  whole  legislation 
under  divine  protection.  Poet  as  well  as  law-giver, 
he  threw  his  laws  into  verse,  and  thus  invoked  the 
sanction  of  heaven  : 

'  First  let  us  pray  lo  King  Zeus,  Kronos'  son. 
To  bless  these  laws  with  welfare  and  n 


But  the  political  development  in  which  Solon  holds 
so  remarkable  place  had  no  adequate  connexion 
with  religion  to  make  it  in  any  way  a  factor  of 
faith.  Its  interest  now  is  solely  antiquarian.  There 
Is  nothing  in  it  that  lives  ;  while  the  sublime  com- 
mand of  Deuteronomy,  '  Thou  shalt  love  Yahweh 
thy  God  with  all  thy  heart  and  with  all  thy  soul  and 
with  all  thy  strength,'  still  stands,  expanded  beyond 
all  national  limitation,  as  the  fundamental  law  of 
religion. 

This  law,  formulated  by  the  prophetic  spirit  in 
connexion  with  the  reform  of  the  national  worship, 
really  prepared  the  way  for  the  ultimate  severance 
of  religion  from  the  temple-cultus.  A  relation 
of  affection,  a  spiritual  service  of  thanksgiving  and 
obedience,  could  be  limited  to  no  place.  It  could  be 
practised  anywhere,  and  its  outward  form  was  inde- 
pendent of  ritual  or  locality.  It  was  the  glory  of 
Jeremiah  to  realise  this  truth,  and  by  proclaiming 
the  '  new  covenant  *  to  become  the  direct  forerunner 
of  the  conceptions  of  Jesus,  just  as  Hosea  had 
anticipated    his   teaching   of   God's  purpose  of   re- 
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deeming  love.  The  death  of  Josiah  on  the  field 
of  Megiddo  was  the  signal  for  the  revival  of  the 
old  idolatries.  The  reappearance  of  the  ancient 
symbols  of  the  various  worships  practised  along 
with  the  national  religion,  proved  how  unready  the 
people  still  were  for  the  higher  faith.  The  dreadful 
conviction  was  forced  on  Jeremiah  that  there  was 
but  oneway  for  their  discipline.  On  its  own  soil  the 
true  religion  could  not  be  liberated  from  the  heathen 
elements  which  clung  to  it.  Then,  it  must  be  up- 
rooted from  the  soil.  Jerusalem  must  fall ;  and  the 
nation  must  bear  in  exile  the  sternness  of  the  divine 
chastisement  upon  its  sin. 

For  more  than  twenty  years  Jeremiah  proclaimed 

this  message  to  an  indifferent  or  hostile  people      Of 

I  the  inward  anguish  which  it  cost  him,  his  writings 

t  bear  ample  trace.      As   the  Chaldean    power  drew 

I  nearer  and  nearer,  he  pointed  to  it  in   the  plainest 

language  as  the  instrument  of  Yahweh's  doom.      So 

high  is  his  sense  of  Yahweh's  universal  might,  so  clear 

his  vision  of  the  necessity  of  Yahweh's  judgment,  that 

he  does  not  hesitate  to  describe  him  as  employing 

the  Kmg  of  Babylon  as  the  '  servant '  who  executes 

his  designs.'     When    the  popular  party — with  their 

own  prophets — protested  that  the  city  was  safe,  for 

I  it  held  Yahweh's  house,  inviolable  upon   its  sacred 

..mount,  Jeremiah  replied  that  he  needed  no  house,  < 

[  and  asked  why  he  should  not  do  at  Jerusalem  what  -i 

he  had  done  at  Shiloh  ?'     Yet  at  the  same  time  he  t 

I  soars  to  the  boldest  hopes.      The  Deuteronomists  i 
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had  represented  Israel  as  bound  to  Yahweh  by  obe- 
dience and  love.  In  other  words,  the  true  seat  of 
religion  lay  in  the  conscience  and  the  affections. 
The  national  faith,  then,  might  be  detached  from  its 
local  root,  and  planted  anew  in  Israel's  soul.  That 
change  was  further  aided  by  the  deepening  sense 
of  sin,  which  thrills  through  the  pages  of  Jeremiah, 
not  only  as  national  guilt,  but  as  personal.  From 
these  two  elements  rose  a  new  view  of  religion, 
which  regarded  it  as  an  inner  act  of  knowledge ' 
and  reverence  in  which  all  could  share.  And  this 
took  shape  in  Jeremiah's  mind,  on  the  analogy  of 
ancient  tradition,  as  a  new  covenant,  not  to  be 
realised  in  tables  of  stone  or  in  the  outer  events  of 
history  but  in  the  inner  life  of  the  heart,  when  Yah- 
weh should  write  his  teaching  there,  and  all  should 
know  him  from  the  greatest  to  the  least,  ^er.  31'"'*'. 
This  was  the  prophetic  ideal.  By  what  steps  could 
Israel  be  prepared  for  its  fulfilment? 

Jerusalem  fell,  and  the  catastrophe  was  the 
vindication  of  Jeremiah.  Still  more  than  that,  it 
was  the  justification  of  Yahweh.  Unlike  any  other 
national  deity,  he  was  exalted  in  the  abasement  of 
his  people ;  for  his  righteousness  was  exhibited  to 
the  world  in  the  doom  which  fell  on  their  offences. 
And  for  Israf-l  this  was,  as  Jeremiah  foresaw,  the  be- 
ginning of  new  life.     Tom  from  its  territorial  base, 

''Knowledge  el  Yahweh'  was  not  merely  {or  even  prim«rily)  intel- 
lediul ;  it  was  also  moral,  and  really  involved  the  whole  Geld  of  actual 
relipoua  eiperience.  In  earlier  prophecy,  as  in  Hosra  4,  tht.'i  meaDl  a 
'  practical  haowledge  of  the  Uwa  and  principles  of  His  government  in  Israel.' 
See  Prof.  W.  R.  Smith,  Thi  RtlfgioH  of  tht  StmUta  (1S89),  p.  34. 
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deprived    of   its    external  expression   in  the  cqIu 
religion  acquired  a  fresh  meaning.     The  deep  inwai 
experience  of   Jeremiah    had    translated    it    from 
national  into  a  personal  relation.     Yet  the  sense  o 
membership  in  a  historic  community  could  not 
dispersed    even    by   exile ;    and    there   arose  in    t, 
prophetic  vision  the  wonderful  figure  of  the  '  Servart 
of  Yahweh,'  in  which  the  genius  of  Israel,  as  it  has 
been  designated,  personalised  and  transfigured,  wm 
pictured    as    Yahweh 's    chosen    messenger 
world,  the  missionary  people  who  carried  forth  rffi 
ligion  to  the  nations.     On  this  side  of  its  high  tasH 
prophecy,  in  the  persons  of  Jeremiah  and  the  grei 
unknown    preacher  of    the    captivity,    becomes 
herald  of  the  Gospel. 

But  in  another  aspect  the  justification  of  Yal 
weh  was  still  incomplete.     After  all,  regard  for  hi^ 
great    name,    the    honour    of    his    own    deity,    de? 
manded  that  his   purpose  should   not  be  frustrate) 
by  Israel's  chastisement,     if  Israel  was  not  worthy 
to  be  the  object  of  Yahw(.-h's  favour  and  the  inteM 
preter  or  exponent  of  his  will,  it   must    be  made  S04 
The    theodicy   of    Ezekiel,    accordingly,  announcei 
the  cleansing  gift  of  the  spirit,  under  whose  influ 
ence  a  regenerated  people  will  be   prepared    for  ; 
great  divine  act  of  restoration  {Esek.  36-37). 
heart  of  stone  will  be  changed  to  a  heart  of  fleshJ 
and   the   nation,    purified    and  united,  shall  occupjq 
once    more    its    ancient    land.       It    is    plam    frort 
Ezekiel's    writings    how    prominent    a    place 
occupied  in  his  own  hopes.      With  the  revival 


OF    PROPHECY 


303 


the  national  life,  religion  also  would  revive.  But 
religion  had  never  existed  without  some  form  of 
public  cuitus.  The  return  of  Israel,  therefore, 
would  be  the  signal  for  the  rise  of  a  new  temple 
on  the  sacred  mount.  That  it  might  be  pro- 
tected from  ail  intrusion  of  idolatry,  not  only  must 
the  '  law  of  the  house '  be  strictly  defined,  the 
ritual  of  worship  must  be  prescribed,  and  the 
duties  and  privileges  of  its  ministers  must  be  care- 
fully ordained.  Israel,  in  fact,  must  be  guarded 
against  every  possibility  of  temptation.  The  Deu- 
teronomic  reforms  had  proved  inadequate  for  this 
end.  A  more  specific  code,  accordingly,  must  be 
devised.  Even  the  regeneration  might  fail  unless 
the  true  religion  were  made  absolutely  secure.  So 
Ezekiel  draws  the  picture  (40-48)  of  the  holy  hill 
in  the  midst  of  the  holy  territory  of  the  priests ; 
the  holy  house  stands  on  the  holy  hill ;  and  holy  men 
are  chosen  for  the  service  of  the  house.  If  on  one 
side  of  his  thought  he  stands  in  the  succession  of 
Jeremiah  and  the  prophet  of  the  Captivity,  anticipat- 
ing the  religion  of  the  Spirit,  on  the  other  he  is  the 
father  of  Judaism  and  the  forerunner  of  the  religion 
of  the  Law. 

The  form  in  which  actual  legislative  expression 
was  given  to  this  scheme,  has  been  already  de- 
scribed.' The  great  Priestly  Code,  adopted  at  Jeru- 
salem under  Ezra  and  Nehemiah,  embodied  the 
principles  and  aims  of  priestly  prophecy  as  they 
had  been  set  forth  by  Ezekiel  and  his  successors.* 

'  Sw  Lert.  Ill,  pp.  136 ff.,  ISOff. 
'  Such  u  the  codiGer  of  the  Laws  of  Holinesa  id  Ltv.  17-36. 
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The  effort  of  centuries  was  at  last  successful,  an(| 
produced  a  community  animated   by  one  faith    anil 
obedient  to  one   rule.      No   more  was  the  prophrt 
needed  to  rebuke  or  threaten,  to  plead  or  to  promis 
He  may  yet  be  heard  as  the  interpreter  of   son 
great  world- catastrophe  (as  in  Is.  24-27) ;  but  re 
gious  utterance  has  taken  new  shape.      Instead  1 
a  single  voice  pleading   with    a    rebellious    peopl^^ 
rises  a  chorus  of  devotion  <ind  praise  from  a  wholly 
congregation  of  the  righteous.      '  The  fundamental 
religious  conceptions  are  identical,''  but  while 
prophet   presents    them    in    the  guise  of  expostula- 
tion or  appeal,  on  the  lips  of   ihe    Psalmists 
are  the  accepted   and  animating  principles  of  life^l 
'  To  what  purpose  is  the  multitude  of  your  sacri6cesl 
unto  me  ? '  cries  Isaiah  in  the  name  of  Yahweh  ; 
am  full  of  the  burnt  offerings  of  rams  and  the  fal 
of  fed  beasts.'     And  generations  after,  the  Psalmis 
answers  in  the  name  of  the  people,  '  Thou  de: 
not  sacrifice,  else  would  I  give  it ;  thou   delightesi 
not  in  burnt  offering.     The  sacrifices  of  God    are 
broken  spirit ;    a  broken  and  a    contrite    heart, 
God,  thou  wilt  not  despise.'     '  Come  now,  and  lei 
us   reason  together,'  pleads   the  prophet  on  behal 
of  Yahweh  ;  '  though  your  sins    be  as  scarlet, 
shall  be  white  as  snow ;  though  they  be  red  as  crirr 
son,  they  shall  be  as  wool.'     And   the  conscienci 
stricken  nation   replies  in  the  language  of  perpetu; 

'See  the  Rev.  P.   H.   Wicksteed,   'The   Litenture  of  Israel.'   M 
RiDtnii,  vol.  IV.  (1883),  p.  15,  where  the  (bllowiug  uid  other  examples  n 
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aspiration,  '  Purge  me  with  hyssop,  and  I  shall  be 
clean;  wash  me,  and  I  shall  be  whiter  than  snow.' 
'Though  they  dig  down  into  Sheol,  thence  shall 
mine  hand  take  them,"  threatens  Amos,  announcing 
the  intent  of  Yahweh  ;  '  and  though  they  climb  up 
to  heaven,  thence  will  1  bring  them  down.'  To 
the  believing  people  these  are  the  symbols,  not  of 
doom,  but  of  happy  trust,  '  If  I  ascend  up  into 
heaven,  thou  art  there  ;  if  I  make  my  bed  in  Sheol, 
behold,  thou  art  there.'  So  has  prophecy  accom- 
plished its  great  end ;  it  has  shaped  and  Inspired 
Israel's  faith,  and  '  ethical  monotheism '  is  estab- 
lished. 


VII. 

Was  there,  however,  nothing  more  ?  Many  of 
the  great  nations  of  antiquity  attained  conceptions 
of  unity  in  diversity,  or  elevated  one  deity  into 
supreme  sovereignty  over  the  world  alike  of  gods 
and  men.  Before  the  days  of  Moses  the  poet  sang 
of  Amon  Ra  beside  the  gleaming  Nile,  as  '  the 
ancient  of  heaven,  the  oldest  of  the  earth,'  '  Lord  of 
eternity,  Maker  everlasting,'  '  deliverer  of  the  timid 
man  from  the  violent,  judging  the  poor,  the  poor  and 
the  oppressed,'  '  the  One  Alone  with  many  hands, 
lying  awake  while  all  men  sleep,  to  seek  out  the  good 
of  his  creatures.'  ^  Pindar,  flower  of  Greek  sacred 
song,  can  declare  that  '  God  achieveth  all  ends 
whereon  he  thlnketh — God  who  overtaketh  even  the 

'  RtcorJi  of  thd  PtuI,  ii.  pp.  139-33. 


ao6 


CHANGED   VIEWS 


winged  eagle,  and  outstrippeth  the  dolphin  of  the 
sea,  and  bringeth  low  many  a  man  in  his  pride, 
while  to  others  he  giveth  glory  incorruptible.'  ^  The 
Orphic  poets  sang,  '  Zeus  is  the  first,  and  Zeus  shall 

be  the  last All  things  are  framed  of  Zeus.' 

Before  Sophocles  rose  the  vision  of  the  eternal 
ordinances  : 

'  Not  now  or  yesterday  they  have  their  being, 
But  everlastingly  ;  and  none  can  tell 
The  hour  that  saw  their  birth.' ^ 

Empedocles  recognises  their  universality :  '  It  caniK 
be  that  one  and  the  same  thing  is  lawful  in  one  ciO 
and  forbidden  to  others  ;  but  universal  law  stretchq 
throughout  the  widely  ruling  sky  and  the  immeasiH 
able  beam  of  light.'*  And  Plato  (in  the  name  i 
'  old  tradition ')  declares  that  'God,  holding  in  '. 
hand  the  beginning,  middle,  and  end  of  all  that  i 
travels  according  to  his  nature  in  a  straight  lin 
towards  the  accomplishment  of  his  end.  Justice 
always    accompanies    him,  and  is    the    punisher    of 

those  who  fall  short  of  the  divine  law Now 

God  ought  to  be  to  us  the  measure  of  all  things,  and 
he  who  would  be  dear  to  God,  must,  as  far  as  Is 
possible,  be  like  him,  and  such  as  he  is.'  *  The  early 
sages  of  China  had  worked  out  the  idea  of  social 
order  as  the  reflexion  of  the  order  of  the  living  Sky, 
so  that  the  relations  of  human  duty  were  supported 

'  Pylh.,  ii.  49-52,  transl.  by  Ernest  Myers. 

^AHligont,  456-7  (tr.  Campbell), 

'  Quoted  by  Campbell,  tiiligian  in  Grith  Lilerttturi,  p,  319. 

'  i^Rvl,  iv.  p.  7 16  ;  Jowett,  vol.  iv.  p.  99  (coDdensed). 
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by  the  cosmic  action  of  an  all  embracing  and  bene- 
ficient  Heaven ;  and  the  exhortations  to  rulers  pre- 
served in  the  Shu  King*  present  perhaps  the 
nearest  analogies  in  their  conceptions  of  Providence 
to  the  ideas  that  underly  the  books  of  Deuteronomy, 
Judges,  and  Kings.  The  nascent  speculation  of 
India,  even  in  the  Vedic  age,  played  round  the  great 
theme  of  'the  One  with  many  names.'  To  the 
Brahmanism  of  500  B.C.,  when  Gotama  the  Buddha 
went  to  and  fro  in  the  valley  of  the  Ganges,  the 
great  Brahma  was  '  the  Supreme,  the  Mighty,  the 
All-seeing,  the  Lord,  the  Creator,  Father  of  all  that 
are  and  are  to  be,  steadfast,  immutable,  eternal.'* 
Long  ere  that  day  Indian  thought  had  worked  out 
the  solemn  conception  that  the  whole  universe,  from 
the  topmost  heaven  to  the  lowest  hell,  was  under  the 
sovereignty  of  Justice,  whereby  each  sentient  being 
always  and  everywhere  received  precisely  what  he 
deserved.  But  though  many  ancient  religions  recog- 
nised more  or  less  completely  the  idea  of  a  divine 
rule  of  righteousness,  it  was  rarely,  save  in  one  con- 
spicuous instance  outside  Israel,  sufficiently  strong 
to  beget  the  further  idea  of  a  divine  purpose. 
To  Zarathustra,  indeed,  the  victory  of  the  good 
was  a  necessary  postulate  of  faith.  The  doctrine  of 
the  last  things,  presented  in  the  Zend  Avesta, 
approaches  the  nearest  to  the  spirit  of  Hebrew 
prophecy  ;  the  final  destruction  of  the  evil  power  of 
the  Lie,  the  renewal  of  earth  and  heaven,   the  re- 

'  Leggc,  Chintit  Classica,  vol.  iij. 
*DMl^m*o/ih*Biitbili»,tx.  Prof.  T,  W.  Rhya  David*,  vol.  i.  p.  33. 
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covery  of  hell  for  the  enlargement  of  the  world,  and 
the  union  of  the  faithful  in  a  beatified  life  of  right- 
eousness and  worship — these  constitute  a  picture  not 
unworthy  to  be  set  beside  the  visions  of  the  Ideal 
Future  which  are  chief  among  the  gifts  of  Israel  to 
humanity. 

The  higher  prophetic  faith,  and  its  sequel  in  the 
Psalms,  were  confronted  with  a  still  wider  question. 
It  dealt  with  religion  pre-eminently  as  the  shaping  and 
controlling  power  of  life.  It  was  not  metaphysical, 
engaged  with  the  great  ontological  problems  of  God 
and  the  world.  Nor  was  it  psychological,  occupied 
with  the  phases  of  personal  experience,  or  ethically 
concerned  in  the  examination  of  the  contents  and 
operation  of  the  conscience.  Its  field  was  action  j 
it  sought  to  interpret  the  vicissitudes  of  events  ;  it 
read  the  meaning  in  the  shifting  scenes  of  Israel's 
triumph  or  Israel's  pain.  At  first,  as  we  have  seen, 
the  seer's  view  was  limited  to  the  fortunes  of  his 
nation.  But  as  Yahweh  rose  into  the  majestic 
grandeur  of  the  Lord  of  the  world,  king  of  the  forces 
of  earth  and  heaven,  the  scene  of  his  energy  ex- 
panded, and  the  prophet  saw  the  scope  of  his  working 
correspondingly  enlarged.  For  one  power  conceived 
one  purpose,  and  made  for  one  goal.  A  new  sense 
of  the  unity  of  historj'  rose  dimly  in  Israel's  mind ; 
the  past  was  no  hap-hazard  succession  of  incidents, 
it  was  bound  together  by  a  continuous  thread  of 
moral  causation  ;  all  its  changes  were  seen  con- 
tinually marching  to  one  end,  the  establishment  of 
the  reign  of  God  over  man,  as  his  sovereignty  was 
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already  acknowledged  by  nature.  Israel  thus  be- 
came the  depository  of  a  great  trust  for  the  world's 
welfare  ;  and  to  this  conception  of  a  divine  idea 
destined  to  be  worked  out  by  the  nation  for  the 
good  of  man,  the  prophetic  spirit  dedicated  itself 
with  enthusiastic  devotion.  As  Vergil,  reflecting  on 
the  majesty  of  Rome,  told  the  tale  of  the  pious 
JEneas  and  his  flight  from  Troy,  linking  the  far- 
off  anguish  of  the  burning  city  in  one  chain  of  Pro- 
vidential design  to  the  full  splendours  of  Augustan 
glory,  so  Hebrew  prophecy,  with  a  more  impassioned 
sense  of  the  '  tears  of  things,'  a  more  splendid  con- 
viction of  the  divine  righteousness,  saw  the  migration 
of  Abraham's  clan,  the  conflicts  of  tribes,  the  rise 
and  fall  of  dynasties,  the  clash  of  empires,  all  point- 
ing to  one  end, — the  union  of  the  nations  in  one  vast  * 
fellowship  of  obedience  and  trust. 

This  great  hope  was  really  begotten  historically. 
It  finds  its  earliest  expression  in  the  belief  that 
Israel  has  been  chosen  for  a  peculiar  destiny.  This 
was,  in  fact,  its  own  way  of  explaining  the  circum- 
stances of  its  position.  The  tribes  which  quitted  the 
Arabian  desert,  crossed  the  Jordan  under  the  banner 
of  Yahweh.  They  took  possession  of  what  Yahweh 
their  God  could  win  for  them,  just  as  Ammon  must 
be  content  with  whatever  Chemosh  its  god  could 
secure.'  Their  wars  were  Yahweh's  wars ;  their 
conquests  were  Yahweh's  victories;  their  territory 
was  Yahweh's  gift,  David's  empire,  so  swift  in  its 
rise  and  its  decline,  is  readily  brought  into  the  same 
>  See  OHtt,  p.  1S9. 
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scheme.      The  national    traditions,    the    ancestt 
story,  are  all  organised   on  this  fundamental  ide: 
and  the  entire  sequence   from  Abraham   onwards  ; 
pervaded  with  like  faith.      Israel's  election  is  thui 
the  theological  method  of  expressing  a  particular  s 
of  historic  facts,  the  possession  of  the  land  of  Cana 
by  a  group  of  allied  tribes ;  it  describes   the 
meaning  of  the  process  by  which  they  acquired  id 
This  doctrine  is  then  inserted  into  a  general  view  < 
human  history;    and  Abraham  is  finally  connectej 
with  the  first  father  of  the  race.     But  though  on 
creative  power  wrought  the  world,  and  one  provf 
dential    purpose    guided    the    steps    of    man,    e 
thought    really    concentrated    this    power   and 
purpose  on  the  welfare  of  Israel.      It  was  the  woi| 
'  of  the  higher  prophecy  of  the  eighth  century  to  bre; 
down  this  limitation.     Two  penetrating  ideas  help* 
this  process.     The  rule  of  Yahweh  over  Israel  waj 
asserted  to  be  intrinsically  moral  ;  it  sought  not  f<i| 
national  glory  but  for  national    righteousness  ; 
did  it  shrink  from   using    a    foreign    power   as   thfl 
means    of    chastisement  for  this  great  end.     An(| 
secondly,    the    sovereignty    of    the    heavenly    Kir 
was  not,  after  all,  confined  to  Israel.      If  he  broughi 
their  tribes  to  Canaan,  he  led  no  less  the  migratia 
of  the  Philistines  from  Caphtor,  or  the  Syrians  frod 
Kir.^     The  movements  of  nations  were  all  under  his" 
control,  and  the  events  in  the  great  drama  of  history 
were  divinely  planned.      Had  Hellenic  thought  been 
impregnated   with   kindred    faith,   what   might   not 
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Delphi  have  discerned  in  the  great  conflict  between 
Persia  and  Greece,  what  secrets  of  destiny  might  not 
have  been  won  from  Marathon  and  Salamis  ! 

Nothing  in  truth  can  exceed  the  boldness  of  the 
seers  of  Israel.  This  httle  mountain  people,  so  in- 
significant compared  with  the  vast  empires  of  Assyria 
or  Egypt,  conceived  the  idea  that  it  was  Yahweh's 
son.  The  travail  of  creation  and  humanity  all  hap- 
pened for  its  sake.  In  so  august  a  relation  the  first 
question  that  rose  in  the  prophet's  mind  concerned 
the  fitting  conduct  through  which  Israel  should 
express  its  obedience.  A  pure  worship  and  a  life  of 
pious  duty  summed  up  the  demand.  On  Israel's 
unfaithfulness  judgment  must  inevitably  descend. 
But  behind  the  dark  shadow  of  impending  doom 
there  is  always  a  light  of  divine  purpose.  Critical 
opinion  is  not  now  unanimous  as  to  the  authenticity 
of  all  the  passages  in  which  Isaiah,  for  example, 
expresses  this  great  faith.'  But  enough  remains  to 
shew  that  whether  in  the  form  of  a  righteous  rem- 
nant, or  a  regenerated  people,  eighth  century  pro- 
phecy discerned  the  fulfilment  of  Yahweh's  intent 
for  the  nation.  As  the  generations  follow  one 
another,  the  mighty  hope  rises  and  falls ;  and  it 
changes  its  outward  expression,  for  it  is  always  con- 
ceived in  relation  to  the  circumstances  of  the  time. 
Sometimes  the  Davidic  king  stands  with  heroic 
personality  in  the  centre ;  sometimes  he  fades  into 
the  background  or  even  disappears  altogether ;  but 
the  horizon  is  always  more  or  less  clearly  bounded 
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by  the  political  powers  within  the  prophet's  ken. 
To  this  trust  a  certain  passionate  strength  was  given 
by  the  doctrine  of  the  inviolability  of  Jemsalem 
established  with  such  signal  success  by  Isaiah. 
The  temple  on  the  sacred  hill  was  the  earthly 
counterpart  of  an  ideal  sanctuary  in  heaven  where 
seraphs  sang  the  adoring  song  '  Holy,  holy,  holy.' 
Yet  Jeremiah  was  not  afraid  to  declare  its  impend- 
ing fall,  as  Micah  had  done  before  him  (comp.  ^er. 
26^),  though  in  the  golden  future  that  rises  into 
vision  in  the  distance  Jerusalem  is  once  more  the 
centre  to  which  all  nations  shall  be  gathered  in 
homage  to  the  heavenly  Klng.^  This  glowing  ex- 
pectation wins  splendid  utterance  in  the  great  ode  in 
/s.  60.  Jerusalem,  lying  prostrate  on  the  ground  in 
gloom  and  desolation,  beholds  the  dawn  of  a  new 
day  of  glory,  and  responds  to  the  mysterious  sum- 
mons '  Arise  !  Shine  ! '  The  gifts  of  nature  and  the 
wealth  of  nations  are  lavished  on  the  new  sanctuary. 
What  agency  has  made  Zion  the  religious  centre  of 
the  world  ?  It  is  the  splendid  issue  of  the  work  of 
Yahweh's  servant,  who  takes  up  the  word,  61  \  "  The 
spirit  of  the  Lord  Yahweh  is  upon  me.'  His  mission 
is  at  last  fultiiled.  It  has  been  his  high  task  to  carry 
forth  the  truths  of  Yahweh's  religion  to  the  nations. 
Despised  and  forsaken,  called  even  to  lay  down  his 
life,  he  nevertheless  sees  of  the  travail  of  his  soul 
and  makes  many  righteous.     Israel,  that  is  to  say, 

>"  belongs  to  JereniBh  himself,  is  difficult  to 
D  the  germs  of  similar  hope,  though  they,  also, 
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3.5  the  divinely  gifted  teacher,  has  a  purpose  for 
others  as  well  as  for  itself.  Its  destiny  is  not  com- 
plete when  its  own  eyes  are  opened  and  its  own  ears 
unstopped.  It  is  the  chosen  instrument  for  the  reli- 
gious education  of  the  world.  What  other  people 
of  antiquity  conceived  so  daring  a  thought?  As  we 
see  the  essence  of  the  prophetic  spirit  carried  into 
Europe  from  Jesus  through  Paul,  shall  we  not  also 
say  that  this  thought  was  justified  ? 

The  expansion  of  Israel's  hope  during  the  Cap- 
tivity was  doomed  to  encounter  a  rude  shock  after 
the  rebuilding  of  the  temple.  But  it  is  never  wholly 
repressed,  and  again  and  again  it  breaks  forth  anew. 
The  older  motives  of  prophecy  concerning  Yahweh's 
demands  on  Israel's  conduct  die  away,  for  it  has  be- 
come a  '  righteous  nation ' ;  but  attention  is  more 
and  more  concentrated  on  the  relation  of  Israel  to 
the  Gentiles.  Ezekiel  depicts  a  colossal  invasion  of 
the  mountain  land,  led  by  G6g  of  Magog  at  the 
head  of  the  peoples  of  the  north,  the  issue  of  which 
is  a  defeat  so  crushing  that  it  takes  seven  months  to 
bury  the  de;id.'  Along  this  line  prediction  busies 
itself  with  savage  anticipations  of  the  overthrow  of 
opposing  powers,  such  as  the  blood-bath  of  Edom, 
Is.  62'''.  All  the  long  pent-up  ferocity  generated  by 
centuries  of  suffering  is  poured  into  these  visions  of 
triumph,  when  the  judgment,  once  to  be  pronounced 
on  guilty  Israel,  is  executed,  instead,  on  an  un- 
believing world.  But  these  are  not  the  only  contents 
of    the    great    picture-gallery    of    later    prophecy. 
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Beside  the  lurid  glow  of  vindictive  passion   is  the 
smiling  serenity  of  peace.     The  unity  of  Yahweh's 
purpose  will  only  be  completed  by  the  diffusion  of  the 
true  religion.      The    correlative    result    is   universal 
worship.      The  mountain  of  the  sacred  house  will 
rise  into  a  lofty  emmence,  and  draw  to  itself  a  per-  J 
petual  procession  of  peoples.'     Old  enmities  will  be  j 
done  away.     Suspicion  and  mistrust  will  vanish  like  1 
the  morning  mists.     The  call   to  prayer  sounds  in 
the  later  Psalms  across  the  earth  ;  the  reign  of  the 
heavenly   king  extends   over  the  nations,  and  their  j 
sovereigns  become  the  people  of  Abraham's  God," 
Far  above  practical  politics,  the  later  prophecy  soars  J 
into  an  ideal  region  of  religious  union  gathering  thai 
powers  into    one  fellowship  of  faith.     With  Egypt! 
and  Assyria,  the  Gentile  despotisms  so  long  con- 
tending for  the  suzerainty  of  the  known  world,  the  J 
little    Israel    which    often    bore    the    brunt    of   their  j 
attacks,    shall    make   a   third,    '  a   blessing   in   the  J 
midst  of  the  earth :  for  that  Yahweh  of  hosts  hath  f 
blessed  them  saying,  Blessed  be  Egvpt  my  people, 
and  Assyria  the  work  of  my  hands,  and  Israel  mine  i 
inheritance.  ' '     For  such  a  victory  of  truth  and  love  j 
prophecy  might  well  invoke  a  new  heaven  and  a  newl 
earth  as  the  fitting  scene. 

The  study  of  the  general  history  of  religion  only  " 
lifts  this  great    conception    into  clearer  view.      Its 
grandeur  is  heightened  by  the  political  insignificance 


•  The  date   of  Is,   ig'*-"   in  i 
probability  early  io  the  Greek  *ge. 
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of  the  people  which  gave  it  birth.  It  is  wholly 
misjudged  when  it  is  ascribed  to  the  inflated  egoism 
of  a  nation  whose  dreams  of  empire  had  miscarried. 
It  is  the  product  of  a  teleological  interpretation  of 
history,  and  its  worth  for  religion  is  beyond  price. 
The  world  that  we  know  is  wider  than  that  within  the 
prophets'  ken.  Its  peoples  are  vastly  more  numer- 
ous, their  relations  are  infinitely  more  complex.  In 
the  mighty  process  of  the  education  of  the  race,  we 
are  more  conscious  of  the  difficulties  besetting  the 
progress  of  religion  among  peoples  in  every  stage 
of  social  intellectual  and  moral  advance.  Sharp 
lines  are  drawn  between  the  higher  and  the  lower 
culture ;  and  we  do  not  feel  the  same  confidence 
that  any  single  form  of  faith  can  ever  embrace 
them  all.  Yet  the  ideals  of  Hebrew  prophecy,  set 
free  from  local  limitation  by  Jesus,  its  '  consummate 
flower,'  have  been  carried  round  the  earth  by  the 
most  progressive  nations.  With  infinite  difficulty 
the  prayer  first  uttered  by  Jewish  lips,  '  Thy  king- 
dom come,'  is  slowly  establishing  itself  in  the  human 
heart.  It  is  the  symbol  of  the  triumph  of  righteous- 
ness, the  victory  of  good.  In  this  is  expressed 
what  we  believe  to  be  the  divine  purpose  for  man. 
This  gives  a  meaning  to  existence  ;  whoso  embraces 
this  as  its  secret,  will  never  doubt  whether  life  is 
worth  living.  It  strikes  a  note  of  harmony  with 
some  of  the  forecasts  of  science  ;  and  it  finds 
analogies  with  the  unity  of  thought  implied  in  cur- 
rent ideas  of  social  evolution.  In  the  immense 
conflict  which  envelopes  us,  we  can  only   play  our 
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part  worthily  when  we  see  however  dimly  the  goal  to 
which  it  tends.  The  modem  seer  truly  interprets  the 
spirit  of  the  past  when  he  proclaims  as  the  great 
object  of  the  faith  of  the  present — 

That  God,  which  ever  lives  and  loves, 

One  God,  one  law,  one  element. 

And  one  far-off  divine  event. 
To  which  the  whole  creation  moves. 


LECTURE   V. 

THE   GOSPELS  AND   THE  EARLY    HISTORY  OF 
CHRISTIANITY 

The  books  of  the  New  Testament  might  seem,  at 
first  sight,  less  open  to  the  processes  of  historical 
investigation  than  those  of  the  Old.  They  are  not 
the  remains  of  an  ancient  national  literature ;  they 
are  a  selection  of  the  teachings  of  a  religious  com- 
munity. Instead  of  being  spread  through  the  greater 
part  of  a  millennium,  they  occupy,  at  the  very  utmost, 
only  a  century.'  In  contents  they  are  far  less  varied  ; 
their  range  of  materials,  as  of  time,  is  much  more 
limited.  But  the  critic's  hand  cannot  be  stayed  by 
such  pleas.  Nor  is  he  to  be  debarred  by  warnings 
that  he  is  entering  the  very  sanctuary  of  faith.  No 
sacred  plot  can  be  railed  off  as  holy  ground,  to  be 
reserved  from  the  explorer's  eye.  The  historian 
claims  the  right  to  investigate  the  whole  field  of  the 
past,  and  demands  the  same  freedom  in  interrogating 
evangelist  or  apostle  as  he  has  already  exercised 
with  law-giver  or  prophet. 

>  Thus  Hoffman,  ia  The  Hialoricat  Niw  Tislanant.  piacea  I  Tluis.  about 
jt  A.i>.,  mnd  »  PtUr  probablj  betbre  ijo. 
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Nor  does  he  find  his  task  easier  because 
records  are  fewer  and  briefer,  and  can  all  be  brou] 
within  a  hundred  years.  Their  very  proximitv  tenffl 
to  efface  differences  ;  in  community  of  aim  and  spin 
divergences  are  obscured ;  and  there  are  no  j 
landmarks  of  religious  history  to  indicate 
course.  On  the  other  hand,  the  problems  oftd 
present  unexpected  intricacy  where  there  are 
fewest  means  of  solution  ;  and  the  magnitude  of  t 
religious  interests  which  sometimes  appear  to 
involved,  adds  a  fresh  danger  to  error,  and  lays  an 
added  burden  of  responsibility  on  teacher  and 
student  alike.  In  attempting  to  sketch  in  three 
brief  lectures  the  principal  lines  along  which  Gospel- 
criticism  has  advanced,  I  am  very  conscious  of  the 
difficulties  of  my  task.  Much  must  be  omitted,  and 
much  more  condensed  ;  and  the  Gospels  will  be 
necessarily  viewed  in  an  isolation  from  the  general 
phenomena  of  the  apostolic  age  which  a  wider  survey 
might  correct.  Moreover,  the  atmosphere  of  faith 
and  reverence  and  devotion  in  which  they  took 
shape,  can  only  be  realised  by  long  and  patient 
toil ;  and,  in  like  manner,  the  modem  appreciation 
of  them  rests  on  the  interaction  of  many  minds,  of 
many  influences,  of  many  modes  of  thought,  which 
cannot  be  wholly  ignored  even  in  the  most  hasty 
recital  of  the  processes  by  which  our  present  judg- 
ments have  been  reached. 
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These  processes  are  of  necessity  largely  founded 
on  the  comparative  study  of  the  Gospels  themselves. 
In  the  absence  of  any  adequate  attestation  until  a 
comparatively  late  date  in  the  second  centurj',  the 
inquirer  is  thrown  back  on  to  the  very  documents 
whose  origin  and  history  he  is  endeavouring  to  trace. 
So  loosely  are  they  constructed,  that  neither  the 
birth  nor  death  of  their  subject  can  be  securely 
assigned  to  a  particular  year.  But  two  of  them 
describe  his  nativity,  Matthew  and  Luke,  and  their 
descriptions  cannot  be  reconciled  as  they  stand. 
The  first  three  are  marked  by  numerous  resem- 
blances ;  they  record  the  same  sayings,  they  report 
the  same  parables,  they  narrate  the  same  incidents 
— such  as  the  healing  of  the  paralytic  let  down  from 
the  roof,  the  mission  of  the  Apostles,  the  feeding  of 
the  multitude,  the  transfiguration,  the  agony  in  the 
Garden.  But  they  are  also  marked  by  numerous 
divergences.  Beside  the  calling  of  the  Twelve 
Luke  places  the  wider  election  of  the  Seventy ;  he 
conducts  Jesus  on  his  last  journey  to  Jerusalem 
through  Samaria,  instead  of  by  the  eastern  route 
through  Persea,  across  the  Jordan  ;  and  the  incidents 
of  the  last  Supper,  the  trial  and  crucifixion,  are 
related  by  him  with  startling  independence.  More- 
over, while  some  representations,  such  as  those  of 
the  Baptist's  preaching,  the  Temptation,  or  the  reply 
of  Jesus  to  the  messengers  of  John,  are  almost 
identical  in  Matthew  and  Luke,  other  records,  such 
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as  those  of  the  Lord's  Prayer,  or  the  Beatitudq 
vary  widely — not  only  by  condensation  or  omissiaT 
but  also  in  general  spirit  and  individual  detail. 

The  student  seeks  to  explain  such  facts  ;  and  i 
doing  so  he  also  attempts  to  value  them.  But  1 
the  most  part  his  efforts  find  little  support  in  knoi 
events  of  external  history.  Only  one  great  nation 
crisis — the  fall  of  Jerusalem  in  A.D.  70 — is  anywha 
in  sight ;  the  apostles  one  by  one  disappear  fre 
the  scene,  leaving  in  the  majority  of  cases  nothid 
but  the  scantiest  traces  in  tradition  ;  and  the  liter! 
ture  of  the  age  which  follows  is  aggravatlngly  silei 
on  precisely  the  points  about  which  we  most  desM 
to  be  informed.  The  Gospels,  then,  though  th« 
cannot  attest  themselves,  must  to  a  large  exteil 
both  justify  and  interpret  themselves.  Most  of  the 
problems  which  they  suggest,  can  be  solved,  so  far 
as  solution  is  possible  at  all,  only  with  their  own  aid, 
— by  the  comparison,  that  is  to  say,  of  the  materials 
which  they  offer  us.  The  history  of  Gospel-criticism 
is  in  reality  a  history  of  this  process ;  and  its  success 
depends  on  the  elements  selected  for  judgment,  on 
the  skill  with  which  they  are  displayed  before  the 
critical  verdict,  and  the  range  of  considerations 
admitted  to  influence  the  result.  In  this  field, 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  last  century,  the  lead 
remained  with  Germany. 

The  English  Deists  were,  however,  the  first 
seriously  to  raise  the  question  of  the  historic 
character  of  the  Gospel  narratives.  The  Discourses 
on  the  Miracles  by  Thomas  Woolston,  '  some  time 
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Fellow  of  Sidney  College  in  Cambridge,'  issued  in 
1727-29,  aimed  at  showing  that  the  stories  of  the 
miracles  could  not  be  interpreted  literally,  and  must 
be  understood  in  the  allegorical  or  typical  sense  of 
which  Origen  was  the  great  master/  The  discus- 
sions of  the  case  of  the  Gadarene  demoniac  and  the 
withering  of  the  fig-tree  under  the  curse  of  Jesus, 
anticipate  many  of  the  arguments  in  the  controversy 
raised  by  the  late  Mr.  Huxley  j*  and  Woolston  cites 
ample  justification  from  Augustine,  Hilary,  and  other 
eminent  Church  fathers,  for  his  attempt  to  give  a 
mystical  meaning  to  inconvenient  facts.  Had 
Woolston  been  acquainted  with  the  conception  of  the 
myth,  afterwards  applied  by  Strauss  (see  p.  238  ff.), 
he  would  have  found  a  simpler  way  out  of  his  difficul- 
ties. Neither  he,  however,  nor  his  critics, — and  they 
were  numerous — thought  of  approaching  the  ques- 
tion from  the  side  of  an  investigation  of  the  docu- 
ments. Woolston  took  the  Evangelists  for  granted, 
and  concerned  himself  not  with  the  origin  but  with 
the  meaning  of  their  narratives  These  were  all 
assumed  by  the  apologists  as  the  authentic  reports 
of  eye-witnesses  or  their  companions.  When  Paley, 
in  1794,  summed  up  a  century  of  controversy  in  his 
Evidences  of  Christianity,  he  could  boldly  affirm 
(chap,    viii.)  that  '  the  authors  of  all  the  histories 

'  His  first  work,  ia  1705,  Thr  Old  Apology  for  tht  Truth  of  Ihi  Christian 
RikgiOH  against  Ou  Jtuii  and  GtnHUi  Rtmvtd,  wh!i  based  on  Ihe  typological 
iDterpretalion  of  Ihe  Mosaic  Law.  in  support  of  which  (p.  30)  be  cites  OrigcD. 

»  Unhappily.  WoolBlon,  who  had  already  suffered  from  derangement, 
lowered  himself  and  his  subject   by  almost  incredible  vulgarities  aod  in- 
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lired  at  the  tzme  and  oa  the  spot ' ;  aiid  though  for 
argument's  sake  he  enquires  what  woald  be  the 
result  if  the  Gospeb  bearing  the  names  of 
Apostles  shoold  be  rejected  as  unauthentic,  he  de- 
cides that  '  if  any  one  of  the  four  be  genuine,  it  is 
sufficient  for  our  purpose/  In  Luke,  therefore,  he 
finds  a  '  writer  immediatdj  connected  with  the  trans- 
action, with  the  witnesses  of  it,  with  the  persons 
engaged  in  it ' ;  and  such  testimony  is  adequate  to 
sustain  the  mighty  fabric  of  the  traditional  faith.^ 

The  movement  of  criticism  in  Germanv  started 
from  a  somewhat  similar  impulse,  but  rapidly  left  the 
apologists  behind.  In  1767  died  Hermann  Samuel 
Reimarus,  whose  duties  as  Professor  of  Hebrew  and 
Oriental  languages,  in  his  native  city  of  Hamburg, 
did  not  prevent  him  from  ranging  freely  through 
philology,  mathematics,  natural  science,  history, 
political  economy,  and  philosophy.  He  edited  Dio 
Cassius,  he  wrote  a  manual  on  logic  (which  reached 
a  fifth  edition),  and  he  published  a  collection  of 
essays  on  the  principal  truths  of  natural  religion. 
His  general  point  of  \new  resembled  that  of  the 
English  Deists.  This  was  indicated  more  fully  in 
the  work  which  his  dau^^hter  Elise  placed,  after  her 
father^s  death,  in  the  hands  of  Lessing,  who  in  1770 

^  The  germs  of  critical  enquiry,  however,  have  been  already  planted. 
Writing  after  Townaon  (see  below,  p.  225),  Paley  observes  that  the  concur- 
rences between  Matthew  and  Luke  '  cannot  easily  be  explained  otherwise 
than  by  supposing  that  Luke  had  consulted  Matthew's  history,  or,  what 
appears  to  me  in  no  wise  incredible,  that  minutes  of  some  of  Christ's  dis. 
courses,  as  well  as  brief  memoirs  of  some  passages  of  his  life,  had  been  com- 
mitted to  writing  at  the  time ;  and  that  such  written  accounts  had  by  both 
authors  been  oocaaiooally  admitted  into  their  histories.* 
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became  librarian  at  Wotfenbiittel  in  Brunswick. 
There,  some  years  later  (1774-8),  under  the  title 
of  the  '  Wolfenbiittel  Fragments,'  he  published  pas- 
sages from  it  deahng  with  the  Gospel  narratives  of 
miracles  in  the  spirit  of  an  acute  but  narrow  rational- 
ism. They  excited  a  fierce  resentment,  and  the 
controversy  which  they  produced  drew  from  Lessing 
— not  a  defence  of  the  conclusions  of  Reimarus — 
but  a  vindication  of  the  right  of  free  discussion  of 
the  loftiest  subjects  in  history  and  religion.  It  was 
the  beginning  of  new  enquiries  into  the  origins  of 
Christianity  and  the  real  nature  of  its  teachings. 
To  these  researches  Lessing  himself  contributed  a 
powerful  stimulus  in  an  essay  which  was  not,  how- 
ever, published  till  after  his  death  in  1781,'  entitled 
A  New  Hypothesis  concerning  the  Evangelists,  con- 
sidered simply  as  Human  Historians}  This  was 
announced  as  only  '  the  first  lines  '  of  a  treatise  at 
which  he  had  been  at  work  for  several  years.  Less- 
ing began  by  pointing  out  that  in  Acts  24'  the  early 
Christians  were  described  as  Nazarenes ;  among 
them  must  very  early  have  sprung  up  some  written 
collection  of  narratives  of  Christ's  life  and  teachings, 
on  the  basis  of  the  oral  recitals  of  the  Apostles  and 
others  who  had  known  Jesus.  Traces  of  this  Gospel 
might  be  discovered  down  to  the  age  of  Jerome  at  the 
end  of  the  fourth  century,  under  the  name  of  the  Gos- 
pel according  to  the  Hebrews.    Jerome  himself  valued 

'  In  hia  Thtohgistktr  Nachlass,  1 784. 

*  In  LmJuuuid's  edition  of  Lessi[ig*a  complete  works,  1S39,  vol.   xi.  pp. 
WS-SM- 
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it  SO  highly  that  he  took  the  trouble  to  translate  it 
into  both  Latin  and  Greek.  In  this  Gospel  Lessing 
found  the  origin  of  our  Matthew  ;  it  had  been  used 
also  by  Mark,  probably  in  a  less  complete  form  ;  it 
had  also  been  employed  by  Luke  who  had  trans- 
ferred the  greater  part  of  it,  though  in  different 
order,  into  his  own  work.  These  three  Gospels, 
however,  really  constituted  only  one — that  of  the 
flesh.  If  Christianity  was  not  to  slumber  and  dis- 
appear among  the  Jews  as  a  mere  Jewish  sect,  if  it 
was  to  step  forth  among  the  Gentiles  as  an  inde- 
pendent religion,  it  needed  a  new  presentation. 
This  was  achieved  by  John  in  tlie  Gospel  of  the 
spirit,  which  gave  to  Christianity  its  enduring  form, 
and  sent  it  forth  into  the  world  to  last  for  ever.  '  1 
do  not  think,'  wrote  Lessing  to  his  brother  Karl 
in  February,  1778,  'that  I  have  ever  written  any- 
thing more  sound  and  complete  in  this  line  ;  or,  I 
may  add,  more  ingenious.' '  The  new  thought  was 
beginning  to  lay  the  foundations  of  critical  and 
historical  enquiry. 

In  the  meantime  fresh  methods  of  study  were 
devised.  In  1776  Griesbach,  who  had  just  become 
professor  at  Jena,  published  a  remarkable  Synopsis 
of  the  first  three  Gospels.  It  was  designed  to  prove 
their  general  identity  of  view,  contrasted  with  the 
Fourth  Gospel,  so  that  they  came  in  consequence  to 
Dear  the  name  synoptic.  It  shewed  precisely  what 
materials  they  had  in  common,  and  what  was  only 
represented  in  any  two  of  them.  The  same  method 
<  T.  W.  RoUeston,  Uf$  of  Utang,  18S9,  p.  175. 
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also  revealed  their  differences,  the  genius,  character, 
and  style  of  each  ;  and  thus  at  once  suggested  a 
literary  instead  of  a  dogmatic  treatment.  Thirteen 
years  later,  in  i  789,  appeared  an  essay  to  prove  that 
Mark  was  wholly  derived  from  Matthew  and  Luke} 
Observing  that  all  but  about  twenty-four  verses  in 
the  Gospel — including  the  parable  of  the  husband- 
man 4**'°*,  and  the  cure  of  the  blind  man  at  Beth- 
saida  8*"* — were  represented  in  Matthew  and  Luke, 
he  argued  that  Mark  was  little  more  than  an  abstract 
or  epitome  of  these  larger  works,  extending  the  well- 
known  view  of  Augustine*  to  include  his  dependence 
on  the  third  Gospel  as  well  as  the  first.  Other 
writers,  notably  johann  Salomo  Semler  of  Halle 
who  had  already  criticised  the  English  Townson_ 
were  at  work  on  the  same  problem,  and  in  a  short 
time  three  different  explanations  were  more  or  less 
distinctly  formulated 

The  resemblances  in  the  first  three  Gospels  really 
attracted  notice,  or  at  least  invited  explanation, 
earlier  than  the  differences.  The  easiest  suggestion 
was  that  successive  evangelists  used  their  predeces- 
sors' work.  This  was  argued,  as  early  as  1778,  by 
the  Rev.  Thomas  Townson,^  who  published  at  Oxford 
in  that  year  Discourses  on  the  I'our  Gjspels,  chiefly 
■with  Regard  to  the  peculiar  Design  of  each,  and  the 

'  Marri  Evangtlium  tulum  ex  MaHhai  il  Lucat  Commtnianii  dearplum 
tat  monalralHr,  Jenae,  1 789. 

*  De  Conunau  EvengtI.  i.  2. 

'  Of  Magdalen  College,  Oxford.  He  had  held  varioua  preferments,  and 
in  I7S3  WIS  ofTered  the  regius  professoriihip  of  divinity  in  the  university,  bat 
be  dedltied  it  oo  the  sround  of  his  age.    He  was  then  siily-eight. 

g 
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Order  and  Places  in  which  they  were  written. 
argument  was  directed  against  the  attempt  ■ 
account  for  their  similarities  by  the  common 
of  ■  detached  pieces,'  and  led  to  the  conclusu 
'  that  the  following  evangelists  had  seen  the  forrB 
Gospels.'  A  comparison  of  parallel  passages  show 
that  the  processes  of  composition  implied  the  i 
ercise  of  taste  and  skill,  so  that  the  enquiry 
their  relations  must  be  conducted  on  literary  ratj 
than  dogmatic  grounds : 

'  Since,  therefore,  it  appears  that  the  Evangelists  were  U 
ordinary  cases  to  their  own  judgment  in  the  choice  of  words 
cumstances,  and   method,  we  are   nut    concerned   to   resolve 
concurrence  in  these  into  the  immediate  influence  of  the  I 
Spirit '  (p.  63). 

Matthew,  accordingly,  was  supposed  to 
written  in  Judea,  within  a  few  years  of  the  Ast 
sion.  Mark  took  Matthew's  Gospel  to  Rome, 
there  (or  at  least  in  Italy)  under  Peter's  direct! 
wrote  the  second  Gospel  with  the  help  of  the  f 
Luke,  employing  the  narratives  of  both  Matthi 
and  Mark,  composed  his  gospel  with  an  espei 
view  to  converted  Gentiles ;  Mr.  Townson  sh; 
remarking  (p.  192),  'Both  Mark  and  Luke  so  1 
press  themselves  as  to  enlarge  the  sense  of  prec« 
or  doctrines  which  the  letter  of  St.  Matthew  seei 
to  confine  to  the  house  of  Israel.'  This  explanation 
has  been  repeatedly  applied  to  determine  the  relation 
of  Mark  to  the  other  two.  But  it  is  capable  of 
exactly  opposite  uses.  The  authority  of  Griesbach 
was  long  quoted  in  favour   of    Mark's  literary   de- 
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pendence  on  Matthew  and  Luke.  The  same 
position  in  the  series  was  assigned  to  it  on  other 
grounds,  as  will  be  shortly  shown,  by  the  Tiibingen 
critics.  Modem  scholars,  however,  precisely  reverse 
this  estimate ;  Mark  is  the  original,  and  Matthew 
and  Luke  have  both  worked  upon  it,  though  in 
different  ways  and  varying  extent.' 

A  second  theory  traced  the  similarities  in  the 
Gospels  to  common  antecedent  traditions  preserved 
at  different  centres  of  early  Christian  teaching  in 
forms  that  were  still  flexible  and  capable  of  some 
amount  of  reconstruction,  This  view  had  the  un- 
deniable merit  of  starting  from  circumstances  which 
were  generally  recognised.  No  one  ever  alleged 
that  Jesus  had  committed  any  of  his  teaching  to 
writing.  Nor  was  it  often  supposed  (with  Paley) 
that  any  enthusiastic  hearer  had  made  notes  of 
it  during  his  lifetime.  After  he  passed  away 
there  was  no  medium  for  preserving  the  remem- 
brance of  his  words  or  deeds  save  the  recollection 
of  his  disciples.  Their  first  interest  was  the 
proof  of  his  Messianic  function ;  and  to  the 
establishment  of  this  was  their  first  preaching 
devoted.  Only  by  degrees  did  the  reminiscence 
of  anecdote  and  saying  gather  round  the  central 
conception  of  their  Master  as  the  Christ,  and  these 
were  gradually  formed  into  groups  and  series  of 
traditions,  which  were  carried  by  the  apostolic 
missionaries  from  place  to  place.  The  essential 
material   was    mainly   collected   at  Jerusalem  under 

'  See  Lecture  Vi. 
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the  sanction  of  the  Apostolic  College.  But 
as  it  was  propagated,  it  took  up  additional 
items,  and  though  frequent  repetition  imparted  to 
it  a  certain  coherence  of  form,  on  the  other  hand  it 
naturally  led  to  variations  of  order  and  expression. 
Fragments  of  such  traditions  floated  indefinitely  in 
the  consciousness  of  the  Church  ;  their  occasional 
entry  into  the  written  forms  of  the  Gospel  may 
sometimes  be  traced  with  the  help  of  textual  criti- 
cism ^ ;  in  other  cases  we  know  them  only  from  later 
works,  like  the  saying  in  Acts  20^,  *  It  is  more 
blessed  to  give  than  to  receive.'  * 

The  first  writer  to  lay  stress  on  facts  of  this 
order  was  J.  C.  R.  Eckermann  in  the  fifth  volume 
of  his  Theologtsche  Beitrdge^  published  at  Altona  in 
1 796  ;  the  transition  to  written  Gospels  did  not  take 
place,  in  his  view,  till  the  age  of  Trajan  at  the  end 
of  the  first  century  of  our  era.  The  main  exposition 
of  this  conception,  however,  was  due  to  J.  K.  L. 
Gieseler,  afterwards  well  known  as  a  historian  of  the 
Church.  In  his  first  work,*  while  he  was  still 
Conrector  of  the  Gymnasium  at  Minden,  he  sought 
to  explain  the  common  matter  of  the  Gospels  by  the 
propagation  of  a  tradition  which,  unlike  the  rigid 
form  of  a  creed  imposed  by  an  ecclesiastical  Council, 

*  See  the  Revisers*  Margin  on  Luke  9"  22®-*,  23**,  John  7" — 8" ;  and 
the  anecdote  in  D  following  Luke  6^. 

'  The  most  comprehensive  collection  is  to  be  found  in  the  Agrapha  of 
Dr.  Resch,  1889 ;  he  supposes  them,  however,  to  be  derived  from  lost  Gospels. 
He  reckons  74  as  genuine,  and  103  as  apocryphal. 

•  Historisch-Kritischer  Versuch  uber  die  EnisUhung  und  die  friihesten 
ScMcksak  dtv  sckriftlichen  EffangeUen^  Leipzig,  1818. 
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might  vary  in  different  circles  and  under  new  influ- 
ences.^ Matthew  preserved  many  sayings  suited 
only  for  Jewish  Palestinian  Christians  ;  in  lo**  or 
1 5^'"**  the  '  particularist '  limitation  was  obvious; 
Luke  on  the  other  hand  gave  to  the  Gospel  a  '  uni- 
versalist '  interpretation  ;  while  the  Fourth  Gospel 
presupposed  the  wide  difl^usion  of  the  narrative  cycle 
practically  contained  in  the  Synoptics,  and  was 
designed  for  believers  who  had  received  some  edu- 
cation in  philosophy.' 

The  theory  of  the  origin  of  the  Gospels  in 
tradition  has  received  in  modern  times  the  weighty 
advocacy  of  Dr.  Westcott,'  who  found  in  it  an  ade- 
quate solution  alike  of  the  resemblances  and  of  the 
variations  in  the  Synoptic  records.  The  oral  Gospel 
was  supposed  to  have  been  translated  into  Greek 
before  it  was  committed  to  writing ;  and  its  two 
forms,  the  original  in  the  vernacular  Aramaic,  and 
the  derived  in  the  language  of  the  Gentile  Christians, 
continued  to  subsist  side  by  side.  When  the  pro- 
duction of  written  Gospels  began,  Mark  was  the  first 
to  assume  definite  literary  shape,  then  Luke,  and 
thirdly  Matthew.  In  Dr.  Westcott's  hands  the 
theory  seemed  somewhat   vague  ;    but  no  one   can 
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'  la  1837,  Prof.  Andrews  Norton,  of  Harvard  University,  Cacnbridge, 
Husachusetts,  published  a  treatise  on  the  Evidinrts  oj  IJu  GinMintmss  o/Ihe 
GtafifU,  in  which  he  explained  the  correspondence  of  the  Synoplists  by  the 
prior  eaistence  of  spo9loliclrailitions,lnd.  ed.  London,  1847,  vol.  i.  pp.  384-196. 

•  IntrodtutioH  lo  Iht  Siwly  of  ihc  Go$fiels,  6ib  ed.  1881. 
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charge  the  able  little  book  of  ibe  Rev.  A.  Wright  on 
The  Composition  of  the  Four  Gospels  (1890)  with 
lack  of  precision.  Mr.  Wright  conceives  that  an 
order  of  catechists  was  recognised  in  the  early 
churches,  charged  with  the  duty  of  giving  instruc- 
tion in  the  traditions  by  constant  oral  repetitions. 
Of  these  traditions  he  recognises  three  series  ;  the 
first  cycle  was  due  to  Peter,  and  is  embodied  in  our 
Mark ;  the  second  was  collected  in  Matthew's  '  logia 
of  the  Lord,'  and  may  be  traced  in  Matt.  3-25  after 
the  elimination  of  the  cycle  represented  by  Mark ; 
the  third  proceeded  from  a  disciple  of  St.  Paul,  and 
survives  in  the  peculiar  section  Luke  (^^ — 18",  when 
the  materials  incorporated  from  the  first  and  second 
cycles  are  withdrawn.  Mr.  Wright  places  Mark 
soon  after  70  A.D. ;  Matthew  he  regards  as  composed 
a  few  years  earlier  than  Luke ;  and  Luke,  who  had 
not  seen  the  Marcan  Gospel,  wrote  shortly  before 
80  A.D.  The  significance  of  these  dates  will  be  ex- 
pounded in  the  next  lecture. 

Yet  a  third  theory  is  possible.  The  very  striking 
resemblances  in  many  passages  of  the  Synoptists 
early  appeared  too  close  to  be  attributed  to  so 
fluctuating  an  element  as  tradition.  To  what,  then, 
could  they  be  ascribed  ?  If  they  were  not  due  to 
the  actual  use  of  the  earlier  by  the  later,  or  to  their 
mutual  dependence  on  similar  groups  of  oral  teach- 
ing, they  must  rest  on  the  employment  of  common 
written  materials.  This  was  the  conception,  as  we 
have  seen,  of  Lessing ;  it  had  been  approached  by 
Johann   Salomo   Semler  in    discussing    Townson's 
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theory ;  but  it  received  its  most  elaborate  justifica- 
tion in  Eichhom's  famous  essay  on  the  Three  First 
Gospels  in  1794'  Eichhorn  began  by  dividing  their 
contents  into  three  groups;  (1)  the  passages  com- 
mon in  some  form  to  all  three  ;  (2)  those  which 
recurred  in  any  two ;  and  (3)  those  peculiar  to  each. 
The  first  group  he  traced  back  to  the  primitive 
document  in  its  simplest  form  :  and  the  hypothesis 
of  its  circulation  in  different  localities  with  various 
additions  enabled  him  to  explain  the  cases  where 
two  Gospels  seemed  to  have  been  using  a  similar 
source,  and  further  to  account  even  for  the  matter 
belonging  only  to  one.  With  remarkable  courage 
he  addressed  himself  to  the  problem  of  determining 
the  original  contents  of  the  antecedent  Gospel. 
They  were  found,  of  course,  in  the  passages  trace- 
able in  the  three  Synoptists  ;  and  he  arranged  them, 
from  the  baptism  to  the  resurrection  in  forty- two 
sections.  This  primitive  story  he  conceived  to  have 
been  written  in  the  vernacular  Aramaic :  and  he 
strenuously  maintained  that  none  of  the  evangelists 
had  seen  the  work  of  the  others. 

The  main  conception  of  Eichhorn  was  enthusias- 
tically adopted  by  Dr.  Herbert  Marsh,  of  Cam- 
bridge,* in  his  Dissertation  on  the  Origin  and  Com- 
position of  tke  First  Three   Gospels,    1801,*  though 

<  Published  in  his  Altgnnnm  BiblioHitk  dtr  Bihttsthtn  LUtrafur,  vat.  v., 
Leipzig,  1794.     See  furtber,  vol.  i.  of  his  Introi/uction  la  llu  N.T.,  1804. 
'  See  OHfc.  LeM,  i.,  p.  14. 
'  Appended  to  bis  translation  o(  Michaelis'  Inlrod.  to  Ihi  Nnu  Ttstanunt, 
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he  found  U  needful  to  make  many  modificatic 
detail.     After  a  minute  examination  of  the  passag 
in  which  all  three  agreed,  or  any  two,  he  supposf 
their  ultimate  foundation  to  lie  in  a  common  Hebrt 
original,    designated    M.       The     ancient    form 
Matthew,    also    in     Hebrew,    was    simply    N 
additions.     Mark  and  Luke  translated  N  into  Gred 
each  employing  a   form   with  elements  peculiar  I 
itself;  but  they  also  used  an  independent  renderini 
of  M  into  Greek.     Lastly,  the  Hebrew  Matthew  i 
also  translated  into  Greek,   with  the   further  ; 
the    Greek    sections    of    Mark    and    Luke. 
Matthevi,    therefore,    was    the    latest    of  the  thn 
It  was  easy  to  deride   such    a    theory    as    impr* 
ticably    elaborate  ; '    and    Marsh's    exposition 
not  always  calculated  to  win  assent.     But  in 
form  or  other  it  has  perpetually  tended  to  reappei 
Only  ten  years  have  passed  since  Prof.  J.  T. 
shall    argued    with    much    learning  in  favour  of  ; 
original    Aramaic    Gospel,'    though     his    arguma 
hardly    survived    the   criticism    of    the    Rev. 
loughby  C.    Allen  ;*    and    with    unwearied    couraj 
and   patience  Dr.   Edwin  A.  Abbott  developes  ! 


earlier  criticism 
tlitais  rtsftctmg 
iSoS;  his  chief 

Jesus,  »ome  i»  t 
him,  and  Scbleie 


ExpctiUr,  vol.  vii.  ll 


Biblt,  vol.  i..   l8 
ore  sympathetic  v 
n  An  Exami„alwn  of  Mr.    Martfis 
-   Tkrei  First  CaHomcal   Gosptla,    C 
that  he  broke  up  the  commoii  verc 
s  of  detached  parts  of  Ihe    histi 
1  others  in  Greek,'  after  the  oianner  of  Paley  b 

1  the  Expositor,  ]89l-2. 
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thesis  that '  parts  of  the  Synoptic  Gospels  are  based 
upon  a  common  original  Hebrew  document,'  Hebrew 
being  used  not  in  the  loose  sense  of  the  vernacular 
Aramaic  (with  Marsh),  but  in  the  strict  sense, 
Biblical  Hebrew.^  The  work  of  the  end  of  the 
eighteenth  century  is  thus  continued  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  twentieth. 

The  three  theories  thus  briefly  sketched  are 
further  susceptible  of  combination  in  various  ways. 
Herder,  for  instance,  who  united  the  parts  of  philo- 
sopher, theologian,  and  critic,  published  an  essay  in 
1  797^  in  which  he  shot  a  series  of  penetrating  glances 
into  the  early  history  of  the  Gospels.  Their  common 
ground-work  he  placed  in  the  tradition  of  the  apos- 
tolic teaching,  which  was  propagated  in  the  ver- 
nacular Aramaic,  before  it  was  carried  among  the 
Greeks.  The  best  representative  of  this  earliest 
form  is  to  be  found  in  Mark.  Twenty  years  later, 
in  times  of  persecution  and  national  distress,  the 
Aramaic  Gospel  of  the  Hebrews  was  compiled,  to 
give  emphatic  expression  to  the  Messianic  hope. 
Our  Mark  was  the  first  Gospel  to  lake  shape  in 
Greek;  faithful  to  the  primitive  sketch,  Mark,  who 
was  Peter's  companion  in  Rome,  followed  his  original 
very  closely,  adding  sundry  explanations  for  foreign 
readers.  Luke  was  written  for  Hellenist  Christians 
by  a  companion  of  Paul,  who  not  only  knew  Mark 

1  Oki,  I9CX>,  p.  KVii. ;   Tiu  Corrrcliona  of  Mark  adoplid  by  Matthmi  and 

»  Entitled  '  Reeel  der  Zuaammenaliinniung   unsrer  Evangelien,  aus  ihrcr 
r.ilt«i^>iiinj  imd  Onlnung;,'  in  tua  CkrislUclu  Sekri/UM,  vol.  iii. 
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but  freely  used  it  together  with  the  Gospel  of  tW 
Hebrews.  Third  in  the  time-series  (as  in  the  laCi 
order  of  Westcoit)  stands  our  Greek  Mattheiv,  afU 
the  destruction  of  Jerusalem  in  -jo  A.D  ;  it  was 
reahty  a  free  translation  of  the  Gospel  of 
Hebrews,  some  things  being  omitted,  and  yet  oth« 
added.  Finally,  at  the  end  of  the  century  can 
John^  briefly  described  as  '  the  echo  of  the  oldq 
Gospels  in  a  higher  key.' 

One    other  famous    name    in    German    theola 
further  calls   for    notice,    that    of    the    great    Berlil 
preacher  Schleiermacher.      In  the  astonishing  ranj 
of  subjects  covered  by  his  university  lectures — ethics^ 
theology  (dogmatic  and  practical),  church  histori 
logic  and  metaphysics, — even  pedagogy  and  politic 
— the  study  of  the  New  Testament    was  naturaln 
included.      His  critical  essay  on  the  Gospel  of  Lukl 
(published  in  English  by  Thirlwall,    1825)   was 
riched  with  an  introduction  in  which  he  endeavoui 
to  set  aside  Eichhorn's  theory  of  a  primitive  Aramai 
Gospel  in  favour  of  more  numerous  if  scantier  doctJ| 
ments,  founded    on  oral    narratives    of    incident 
discourse.     Notes  of  this  kind  were  made  from  t! 
apostolic  preaching  both  among  Jewish  and  Gre^ 
Christians ;     they    were     collected,     perhaps    evesi 
grouped  in  small  series  of  parables,  or  miracles. 
the  scenes  of  the  last    days.      Some  were  simple 
some  composite ;  and  out  of  those  early  documenti 
(to  which  Luke  alludes  in  his   preface)    came 
materials  of  our  Gospels.      Of  these,  as  he    afta 
wards     showed,     Matthew    was    founded    on 
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Matthaean  collection'  of  the  '  Logia '  of  Jesus ;  it 
was  not,  therefore,  itself  apostolic.  That  character 
belonged  to  John  alone,  and  entitled  the  Fourth 
Gospel  to  preference  over  the  Synoptics,  Concern- 
ing Mark,  Schleiermacher  added  his  great  authority 
to  Grlesbach's  view  that  it  was  a  later  compilation 
based  on  Matthew  and  Luke.  Not  till  1838  was 
this  latter  theory  seriously  challenged ;  when  two 
scholars  Christian  Gottlob  Wilke  and  Ch.  Hermann 
Weisse  independently  reverted  to  Herder's  convic- 
tion of  Mark's  priority.  Wilke'  based  his  argument 
partly  on  tables  showing  that  in  their  distribution 
and  arrangement  Matthew  and  Luke  could  only  be 
explained  as  diverging  from  a  common  type  still 
preserved  in  Mark.  He  laid  emphasis  on  the  evi- 
dences of  literary  plan,  proving  that  they  were  not 
mere  aggregates  of  oral  traditions;  he  inferred  that 
Matthew  and  Luke  depend  on  Mark,  or  an  earlier 
text  which  Mark  has  expressed  more  clearly  than 
the  other  two,  the  type  common  to  all  three  being 
Greek,  and  not  a  translation  of  a  primitive  Jerusalem 
gospel ;  but  he  reached  the  strange  conclusion  that 
in  the  common  matter  belonging  to  Matthew  and 
Luke,  Matthew  was  based  on  Luke  and  had  no  other 
source.  To  Weisse,^  on  the  other  hand,  belongs  the 
credit  of  approaching  nearest  to  the  modern  two- 

'  SttiditH  uHd  Krih'iiH,  183a,  p.  73s,  '  Ucber  die  Zeugnisse  des  Papias  von 
aoaern  beiJen  erslen  EvaDgelien.'  The  '  Logia '  were  CDntained  in  Mall. 
S-»5.  especially  in  such  groups  as  5-7.  10,  u'**,  rS,  13,  24-35. 

*  Drr  Urtvartgilisl.  Dresden  and  Leipzig,  1838. 

'  Dii  Evangiiacitt  Gtathiekli,  Leipzig,  1838. 
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document  hypothesis,  which  may  now  be  said  to  be 
most  widely — though  not  universally — accepted. 
Mark,  he  argued  from  9"^  and  its  parallels,  is  a 
common  source  for  Matthew  and  Luke ;  while  the 
matter  traceable  in  these  two,  unrepresented  in 
Mark,  is  drawn  from  the  original  Matthsean  Logia. 
Thus,  a  third  of  the  century  had  passed  before  the 
hypothesis  was  propounded  which  was  to  secure  the 
majority  of  suffrages  by  its  close. 

II. 

The  criticism  of  the  Gospels  involves,  in  fact, 
two  problems,  whose  close  relation  was  then  hardly 
realised.  It  has  in  the  first  place  a  literary  aim.  It 
seeks  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
materials  which  their  authors  employed  ;  to  account 
for  the  forms  in  which  they  are  combined  ;  to  ascer- 
tain the  mutual  relations  of  the  Gospels  to  each 
other ;  to  fix,  if  possible,  the  order  of  their  produc- 
tion and  the  main  characteristics  of  their  writers. 
But  behind  these  literary  problems  lie  the  historical. 
What  are  the  actual  values  of  the  several  narratives 
for  fact?  How  far  are  they  real  records  of  real 
events?  When  they  describe  the  person  or  the 
teachings  of  Jesus  in  different  ways,  as  may  be 
seen,  for  example,  in  the  Synoptic  pictures  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  Fourth  Gospel  on  the  other,  how 
far  is  it  possible  to  account  for  the  differences  and 
determine  their  historic  worth?  Or  where  the 
divergences  are  still  prominent  though  on  a  smaller 
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scale,  as  between  the  beatitudes  of  Matt.  5  and  the 
blessings  and  the  woes  of  Luke  6,  can  the  methods 
of  research  pass  behind  them,  and  settle  not  only 
which  is  earlier  and  which  later,  but  which  more 
nearly  represents  the  actual  thought  and  speech  of 
Jesus  ?  And  yet  again,  in  the  case  of  stories 
which  criticism  is  compelled  to  reject  as  history, 
while  it  accepts  them  as  symbols,  like  the  narra- 
tives of  the  virgin  birth,  the  temptation,  the  trans- 
figuration, the  final  appearance  of  Jesus  on  the 
Galilean  mount  charging  the  disciples  to  make 
disciples  of  all  nations,  what  explanation  can  be 
given  of  their  origins,  how  far  can  the  motives 
which  produced  them  be  discerned,  and  the  pro- 
cesses which  shaped  them  be  traced  ?  In  instances 
such  as  these,  the  historic  and  the  literary  prob- 
lems are  most  closely  related.  The  assumptions 
of  the  eighteenth  century,  that  the  Gospels  con- 
tained the  testimony  of  eye-witnesses,  and  must 
therefore  be  accepted  as  accurate  reports,  were 
brought  into  inevitable  conflict  with  the  new  con- 
ceptions of  philosophy  and  science,  and  the  results 
(as  will  be  seen  immediately)  were  sometimes 
grotesque  and  shocking.  It  was  impossible  in  that 
age,  and  under  existing  conditions,  to  escape  from 
such  treatment  as  that  of  Woolston  and  Reimarus 
save  by  rationalistic  evasions  like  those  of  Paulus, 
The  time  was  ripe,  therefore,  for  a  new  movement. 
The  year  1835,  already  notable  in  Old  Testament 
study  for  the  publication  of  the  treatises  of  Vatke 
and   George,    was   still    more  distinguished    by    the 
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appearance  of  the  Life  of  Jesus  by  David  Frederick 
Strauss,  and  two  essays,  one  on  Gnosticism,  the 
other  on  the  Pastoral  Epistles,  by  Ferdinand  Chris- 
tian Baur.  These  books  really  led  the  way  in  New 
Testament  study  for  the  labours  of  the  famous 
Tubingen  school  during  the  next  thirty  years/ 

Baur  and  Strauss  were  both  of  them  natives  of 
Wiirtemberg,  and  Baur  (bom  in  1792)  had  been  the 
actual  teacher  of  Strauss,  who  was  sixteen  years 
younger,  in  an  Evangehcal  seminary  at  Blaubeuren 
near  Ulm  before  1825.  In  1826  Baur  became  pro- 
fessor at  the  University  of  Tubingen,  where  Strauss 
was  already  a  student ;  and  under  the  influence  of 
his  old  master,  Strauss  made  acquaintance  with  the 
writings  of  Schleiermacher.  In  1830  he  entered 
the  Church  and  became  assistant  to  a  country 
clergyman  ;  he  fulfilled  his  new  duties  with  zeal, 
and  both  as  pastor  and  preacher  secured  the  affec- 
tions of  his  parishioners.  He  had  already  begun  to 
study  Hegel  before  he  left  Tiibingen,  and  in  1S31 
he  removed  to  Berlin  to  hear  the  two  great  philo- 
sophic theologians  in  their  own  lecture-rooms.'  His 
stay  was  not  of  long  duration.  Hegel  died  of 
cholera  soon  after;  and  in  1832  Strauss  went  back 
to  Tubingen  as  junior  lecturer  in  the  university. 
There  he  devoted  himself  without  delay  to  the 
preparation  of  his  Life  of  Jesus.     It  was  published 

'  Compare  Pllelderer,  Dmlofimml  of  Tkeology  in  Germany  sinci  Ktml, 
LoDiloD,  1890,  Book  ni..  chap,  i, 

'A  descriplion  of  their  rivalry  wil!  be  found  in  Kairbairn's  Place  of  Chrial 
M  Modmi  Thtology  (1S93),  p.  23a. 
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in  two  parts  in  1835-6,  and  at  once  excited  eager 
and  angry  attention.  The  originality  of  its  concep- 
tion and  the  range  of  its  learning  were  alike  remark- 
able in  so  young  a  man  ;  and  the  design  was  wrought 
out  with  a  boldness  of  execution  and  a  force  and 
charm  of  style  which  lifted  it  at  once  out  of  the  range 
of  ordinary  theological  treatises.  Baur  said  of  it  ten 
years  later  that  it  became  the  living  centre  of  the 
whole  critical  movement  of  the  time.  But  to  under- 
stand why  it  produced  such  an  effect,  a  word  must 
first  be  said  concerning  the  method  of  treating  the 
Gospel  narratives  against  which  Strauss  flung  himself 
with  all  his  force. 

For  more  than  half  a  century  since  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Wolfenbiittel  fragments  there  had  been 
a  powerful  reaction  in  German  thought  against  the 
supernatural  elements  of  the  Bible  story.  The  study 
of  classical  antiquity  had  disclosed  the  existence  of 
legends  somewhat  resembling  those  of  the  Old 
Testament,  and  had  further  shown  that  with  the 
rise  of  loftier  views  of  the  nature  of  the  Deity 
fresh  methods  of  interpretation  must  be  devised. 
What  was  true  of  the  early  exercise  of  Greek  imagin- 
ation, was  confirmed  from  the  newly  discovered 
literature  of  ancient  India.  And  the  argument  from 
history  was  reinforced  from  the  side  of  science  and 
philosophy.  The  idea  of  the  uniformity  of  nature 
did  not  admit  of  the  violation  of  its  laws  :  and  the 
conception  of  an  immanent  reason  could  not  be 
harmonised  with  the  sudden  intrusion  of  a  thauma- 
turgic  energy.    But  on  the  other  hand,  the  traditional 
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view  of  the  Gospels  supposed  them  (or,  at  least,  two 
of  them)  to  be  the  work  of  eye-witnesses  whose 
veracity  could  not  be  impeached.  The  narratives 
of  the  supernatural,  therefore,  must  be  substantially 
true,  but  they  must  receive  some  other  explanation. 
To  this  object  Dr.  H.  E.  G.JPaulus  devoted  himself 
with  untiring  assiduity.  In  writings  that  spread  over 
a  whole  generation'  he  urged  that  a  careful  distinction 
must  be  drawn  between  the  actual  occurrence  and 
its  interpretation.  When  this  was  accomplished,  he 
pleaded,  the  student  would  find — not  without  wonder 
— how  much  of  the  common  belief  in  the  miraculous 
rested  on  nothing  more  than  inference  from  the 
simple  statements  of  the  Evangelists.  With  im- 
mense learning  and  a  surprising  fertility  of  resource, 
but  with  a  curious  lack  of  imagination,  he  analysed 
the  successive  stories  of  the  biographers  of  Jesus 
into  the  most  lamentable  commonplace.  The 
Miraculous  Conception  originated  in  peculiarities 
of  Jewish  phraseology,  and  as  to  the  angel  message 
it  was  not  needful  to  ask  by  whom  it  was  actually 
delivered.  At  the  Baptism,  as  Jesus  came  up  out 
of  the  water,  the  clouds  parted  over  his  head,  and  a 
dove  flew  down  through  the  opening.  Paulus  did, 
indeed,  reject  the  supposition  of  a  contemporary — 
the  anonymous  author  of  the  Natural  History  of 
the  Prophet  of  Nazareth^ — that   the    devil    of   the 

■  His  first  Commentary  on  the  New  Test,  was  produced  in  tSoo.  The 
melbod  (here  indicated  was  carried  Further  in  tbe  Lift  0/  Jisus  (1S18)  and 
the  EagrUcal  Handbook  to  the  First  Three  Gospels,  1S30-33. 

*  Dii  mOHrUdu  GfsdiidtU  As  Proflultit  wm  Naaartlh  (iSoo). 
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Temptation  was  an  artful  emissary  of  the  Pharisees  ; 
but  he  supposed  the  Transfiguration  to  be  due  to 
the  glow  of  sunrise  on  Hermon,  where  Jesus  had 
made  an  appointment  with  two  unknown  persons,' 
whom  the  three  apostles — awaking  out  of  sleep,  and 
ignorant  of  the  preconcerted  rendezvous — mistook 
for  Moses  and  Elias.  The  feeding  of  the  five 
thousand  was  the  effect  of  example ;  how  could 
those  among  the  crowd  who  had  brought  provisions 
with  them  fail  to  respond  to  the  impulse  of  Jesus 
and  the  demands  of  oriental  hospitality  ?  Even 
Schleiermacher  in  his  lectures  on  the  Life  of  Jesus* 
had  dwelt  on  the  difficulty  of  visualising  the  actual 
multiplication  of  the  loaves  in  the  hands  either  of 
the  Teacher  or  the  disciples  ;  and  had  on  more  than 
one  occasion  come  perilously  near  similar  evasions. 
When  Jesus  afterwards  appeared  to  be  walking  on 
the  water,  he  was  really  (according  to  Paulus) 
pacing  a  projecting  spit  of  sand  :  Peter  set 
out  to  swim  to  him,  but  was  nearly  sucked 
back  by  the  waves  that  broke  upon  the 
beach.  The  resurrection  was  the  revivification 
of  the  actual  body  which  had  hung  upon  the 
cross ;  rigor  set  in  early  and  produced  apparent 
death,  accelerated  by  the  suffocating  atmosphere 
of  the  earthquake.  Leading  his  disciples  on  to 
the  Mount  of  Olives  in  the  early  morning  hours, 
he    was   enveloped    by   mist  upon  the   summit  and 

'  Another  writer  idenlified  Itiem  as  Esseneat 

(Strauss  might  have  heard  some  of  tbcm), 
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disappeared  from  their  sighr.'  Even  Eichhom  had 
admitted  this  meuiod  :n  the  Old  Testament ;  had 
supposed  that  Moses  kindled  a  fire  on  the  top  of 
Mount  Sinai,  the  impression  being  heightened  by  a 
timely  thunderstorm  r  and — most  grotesquely  of 
all — had  explained  his  shining  countenance  by  the 
suggestion  that  he  got  overheated  in  his  descent! 
It  was  less  wonderful  that  inferior  scholars  should 
apply  similar  treatment  to  the  New :  that  G.  L. 
Bauer  should  interpret  the  heavenly  glor}'  at  the 
birth  of  Jesus  as  a  meteoric  phenomenon,  or  resolve 
the  angels  at  the  lomb  into  white  grave-clothes  : 
that  Kaiser  should  expound  the  conversion  of  water 
into  wine  at  Cana  as  a  friendly  jest  by  which  Jesus 
conveyed  a  handsome  gift  to  the  bridal  pair :  that 
the  view  of  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  seen  from  the 
mysterious  mount  of  the  Temptation  should  be 
limited  to  Palestine  and  its  tetrarchies, — or   should 

*  Writing  on  *  Strauss  and  Parker '  in  the  IVrshmnster  Revuw^  for 
April,  1S47,  Ur.  Martineau  observed  of  Paulus  'p.  1471 :  'The  looj%ness  of  his 
iicholarMbip,  and  the  extravagance  of  his  ezegetical  conjectures,  have  exposed 
him  to  a  ridicule  against  which,  assuredly,  no  jus^t  protection  can  be  raised.  Bat 
the  few  who,  in  this  country,  really  know  his  writings,  will  forego  the  defence  of 
him,  unp^jpular  though  it  be,  with  something  of  sorrowtul  reluctance.  For 
he  in  the  most  delightful  of  companions,  though  not  the  safest  of  guides- 
Kich  in  moral  wihdom,  and  open  to  all  gentle  affections,  he  discerns  as  few 
have  done  the  deep  human  element  pervading  the  histor>*  of  Christ,  and  the 
Spirit  of  Chri}«tianity.  As  you  follow  with  him  the  steps  of  the  Nazarenet 
you  may  fail,  indeed,  to  observe  the  halo  of  preternatural  glory  ;  you  may 
minft  N/imething  of  the  special  costume  of  the  age  and  clime ;  but  you  behold 
a  figure  never  to  be  effaced  in  forgetfulness,  never  to  be  remembered  without 
reverence ;  a  figure  so  gracious,  so  majestic,  so  tinctured  with  the  beauty  of 
the  holiest  humanity,  as  to  make  you  grateful  for  the  vision  ;  and  to  wring 
from  you  the  confession  that  he  who  can  show  you  this,  if  he  strays  from 
the  sources  of  theology,  does  not  wholly  mistake  the  fountains  of  religion.' 

*  Such  as  Paulub  and  G.  L.  Bauer  also  conjectured  on  Hermon. 
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even  shrink  into  a  display  of  their  outlines  to  Jesus 
by  the  devil  in  a  map  :  or  that  the  angels  who  min- 
istered to  him  after  the  conflict  should  be  nothing 
more  than  soft  and  refreshing  breezes,  or  on  the 
other  hand  substantial  as  a  caravan  laden  with 
provisions  ! 

With  these  degrading  travesties  Strauss  would 
make  no  terms.  But  the  method  which  he  em- 
ployed to  overthrow  them  seemed,  for  a  time  at 
least,  to  destroy  everything.  The  external  testimony 
was  of  a  most  uncertain  kind  ;  neither  Matthew 
nor  yohn  could  be  definitely  referred  to  apostles  ; ' 
at  least  thirty  years  must  have  elapsed  between 
the  death  of  Jesus  and  the  origin  of  our  Gospels  ; 
and  in  that  interval  there  was  ample  time  for  un- 
historical  elements  to  enter  in.  What  was  the  nature 
of  these  elements  ?  To  explain  this  Strauss  resorted 
to  the  conception  of  the  Myth. 

The  students  of  Greek  mythology  had  long  been 
busy  with  the  records  of  ancient  Hellenic  thought, 
and  the  poetical  representations  of  the  stories  of  the 
gods.     No  one  proposed  to  interpret  these  as  facts ; 

I  In  the  case  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  be  makes  the  suggestive  remark  ; '  Thai 
lliere  were  two  Johns,  the  ApKistle  and  the  Presbyter,  living  coDLempor- 
■neously  at  Ephesus,  19  a  circumstance  which  has  not  received  sufficient 
■llention  in  connExion  with  the  most  ancient  teslimoaies  in  favour  of  the 
1  detiVBtion  (ram  John,  of  the  Apocalypse  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  the 
Gospels  and  Epistles  on  the  other'  (Engl.  Tranal.  by  George  Eliot,  and  cd. 
1S93,  p.  73).  This  translation  was  made  Trom  the  4th  German  edition,  1840. 
Some  vacillation  bad  marked  the  intervening  volamea  ;  in  this  Strauss  returned 
to  the  trenchant  language  or  the  first. — An  earlier  translation  had  appeared 
in  Tour  small  volumes,  founded  apparently  on  the  third  edition,  and  published 
by  Henry  Helherington  (l.ondon)  and  Joseph  Taylor  (Birmingham),  [S41  (?) 
-1844.     On  English  work  in  a  similar  direct! no  see  below,  p.  3.Vj. 

R   2 
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thcugli   they   migh:  be  invesrigaied  from  different 
points  of  view  as  the  isiaginatfve  vesnire  of  ideas. 
Some  writers  declarec  rhem   to  contain  a  kind  of 
primitive  science  ;  others  regarded  them  as  the  early 
symbols  of  faith.     It  was  plain,  however,  that  the 
mvth  was  not  concerned  orJv  with  the  sucematural. 
Its  object  was  to  express  the  thoughts  and  feelings 
of  the  community  in  which  it  arose :  it  was  the  spon- 
taneous creation  of  heightened  emotion.     But  this 
might  attach  itself  to  historical  persons  and  incidents 
as  well  as  to  the  powers  of  nature  or  the  dwellers  in 
the  upper  worlds :  and  :he  pages  of  Herodotus  (for 
example;  showed  how  rapid  migh:  be  the  process  of 
its  formation.     The  m\th.  therefore,  as  the  pictorial 
utterance  of  an  idea,  did   not  of  necessitv  involve 
anything    miraculous    at   all ;    though    this    element 
might  readily  appear  in  its  final  shape.     This  key 
had  been  already  applied  to  the  origins  of  Hebrew 
faith  in   the  Old  Testament.      Not  onlv  did  it  re- 
move  the  opening   chapters    of    Genesis    from    in- 
evitable conflict  with  scientific    truth,    it    could  be 
employed  to  illustrate  episodes  in  the  lives  of  heroes 
like  Moses  or  Samson.     Could  it  be  recognised  in 
the    New    Testament?      And    if    so,    within   what 
limits  might  it  be  admitted  ?     The  stories  of   the 
birth  and  the  ascension  of  Jesus  had  already  been 
interpreted  upon  these  lines.     As  early  as   1 799  the 
author  of  an  anonymous  work  on  '  Revelation  and 
Mythology'    had    argued    that    the    whole    life    of 
Christ,  what  he  should  be   and   do,    had    an    ideal 
existence    in    the    Jewish    mind   long   prior  to  his 
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birth.'  The  incidents  were  all  ready,  waiting  for 
his  appearance,  and  they  crystallised  at  once  around 
the  person  of  Jesus. 

It  was  with  this  general  conception  in  his  mind 
that  Strauss  approached  the  Gospel  narratives.  A 
single  example  of  his  method  must  suffice.  The 
difficulties  of  contemporary  rationalism  in  dealing 
with  the  story  of  the  Temptation,  on  the  twofold 
assumption  that  it  was  an  actual  historic  occurrence 
and  that  it  contained  nothing  supernatural,  have  been 
already  noticed.  Modern  students  have  ceased  to 
interpret  it  literally,  to  picture  Jesus  conveyed  bodily 
through  the  air  to  the  Temple  roof,  or  planted  on 
the  summit  of  an  impossible  mountain  with  the 
earth  spread  out  as  a  flat  plain  beneath  him.  Is 
the  narrative,  then,  a  vision  or  a  dream,  induced, 
perhaps,  by  the  exhaustion  of  long  fast  ?  The 
vision  and  the  dream  are  not  unknown  in  the  New 
Testament,  but  they  are  always  specified  as  such  ;  * 
and  there  is  no  indication  elsewhere  that  Jesus  was 
ever  subject  to  such  ecstasies  or  attached  import- 
ance to  dreams.  Is  it,  then,  a  parable,  perhaps 
founded  on  some  real  experience  related  by  Jesus  to 
his  disciples  ?  Schleiermacher,  indeed,  described  it 
as  a  parable,  but  he  protested  with  impassioned 
earnestness  against  the  supposition  that  it  corre- 
sponded to  any  actual  occurrence  in  the  inner  life  of 
Jesus.'     It  was  not,  however,  the  manner  of  Jesus  to 

'  Quoted  by  Strauss,  Introduction,  J  ii. 

'  For  inslance,  Mali,  l"  i".  A<ls  9"  10'°. 

'  See  anit.  Lect.  1.  p.  16.     Wilh  the  Chrialologic«i  difficulty  we  are  not 
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make  himself  the  subject  of  a  parable,  any  mo 
than  any  other  specific  individual,  like  Peter  1 
John  :  and  if  the  story  was  told  of  him  by  othei 
as  an  attempt  to  delineate  his  inner  experience  at  ( 
beginning  of  his  Messianic  career,  the  proper  m 
for  such  imaginative  creation  is  not  parable, 
myth. 

Out  of  what  impulses,  then,  did  it  arise  ?    One  | 
Messiah's  functions  was  to  destroy  the  works  of  )" 
devil  (1  ^okn  3*);  and  Satan  and  his  demons  ; 
leagued  against  the  representative  of  the  sovereignlj 
of  heaven.      It  was  Satan  who  tried  Job,  and  incite 
David  to  number  the  children  of  Israel  {/  Chron.  2 
and   it  was   the  expectation  of  later  Jewish   th« 
logians    that    Messiah    would    be    exposed    to 
assaults.       The     wilderness     was     notoriously 
haunt   of    the   demonic    powers ;    there,   too,    1 
Israel,  firstborn   son  of  Yahweh,  passed  through  i 


t  it  has  somcwbol  cl 
ti  apologetics  of  th 

Archbishop  of  Yo 

HS  Ihe  trial  of  O; 

I  complete  coDception  o 


concerned  here,     ll  may  be  sufficient  to  notice  tl 

its  aspect  in  view  of  Ihe  frank  recognition  in  mod 

element  in  the  person  of  Chriat.     Thus  in  1S63  tl 

write  (Smith's  Did.  oj  tht  Bible,  i,  p.  1041)  :  •  It  ' 

could   not  possibly  have  fallen.     This   makes  a 

lemptstian  impossible  for  minds  when 

the  possibility  of  sin,'     Dr.  Thomson  rejects  Ihe  theories  of  vi 

BD<1  parable  on  the  ground  that  '  all  these  suppositiona  set   aside  tbe  1 

toricBl  testimony  of  the  Gospels.'     But  be  sets  Ibis  testimony  aside  himi 

directly  afler  when  he  asserts  that  '  in  the  second  temptation 

that  they  left  tbe  wilderness,  but  that  Satan  was  allowed   ti 

Lord's  mind  the  place,  and  the  marvel  that  could  be  wrought  tbere,* 

lu-ly,  the  '  kingdoms  of  the  world  '  were  seen  '  with  the  : 

who  knew  all  things.'    Very  different  is  tbe  reverent  reserve  of  Prof.  S 

■  generation  later  (Hastings' Ditto/ fAeSiifr,  ii.  p.  6ll^  :  'It  is 

for  us  to  understand    il,   in  the  sense   of  understanding  how   what  we 

temptation  could  affect  the  Son  of  God.     Il  could  nol  have  touched  Him  M 

unless  He  had  been  also,  and  do  less  reallj,  Son  oC  Man.' 
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trials.  The  forty  days  of  Messiah's  sojoum  were 
the  minialure  image  of  those  ancient  forty  years ; 
and  his  fast  corresponded  to  the  types  supplied  by 
MosfS  and  Elijah,  Hunger  had  again  and  again 
driven  the  Israelites  almost  to  revolt  ;  they,  too, 
had  tempted  or  tried  Yahweh  at  Massah  ('  trial- 
place,'  cp.  Exod.  17',  Dent.  6**)  ;  they,  too,  had  re- 
lapsed into  idolatry,  and  in  the  later  Jewish  ideas 
idolatry  was  identical  with  the  worship  of  the  devil. 
Here,  then,  were  all  the  elements  only  awaiting  their 
combination  in  fresh  forms  to  portray  in  dramatic 
colloquy  with  his  great  antagonist  the  effort  of 
Satan  to  get  Messiah  in  his  power :  here  was  a 
complete  specimen  of  the  myth  in  its  purest  shape, — 
an  imaginative  symbol  of  a  moral  idea  which  instinc- 
tively sought  to  communicate  itself  to  others  with 
the  help  of  external  form. 

Three  parts  were  devoted  by  Strauss  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  birth  and  childhood  of  Jesus,  his 
public  life,  and  his  passion,  death,  and  resurrection 
At  the  outset  he  declared  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
assert  that  the  whole  history  of  Jesus  was  to  be 
represented  as  mythical,  but  only  that  every  part  of 
it  was  to  be  subjected  to  a  critical  examination. 
At  the  close,  however,  he  described  his  own  work  as 
a  perfect  revel  of  destruction  : 

'The  results  of  the  inquiry  which  we  have  now  brought  to  a 
close,  have  apparently  annihilated  the  greatest  and  most  valuable 
part  of  thai  which  the  Christian  has  been  wont  to  believe  concern 
mg  his  Saviour  Jesus,  have  uprooted  all  the  animating  motives 
which  he  has  gathered  fTom  his  faith,  and  withered  all  his  con- 
•oUtiODS.    The    boundless  store  of   truth   and  life   which  for 
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eighteen    centuries    has    been    the   aliment   or  humanity, 

iiretrievably  dissipated;  the  most  sublime  levelled  with  the  dm 
God  divested  of  his  grace,  man  of  his  dignity,  and  the  tie  bciwi 
heaven  and  earth  broken'  (concluding  Dissertation,  f  i44)> 

This  broken  tie,  however,  he  proceeded  to  reunite  c 
speculative  grounds,  or,  in  his  own  words, 
establish  dogmatically  that  which  has  been  destroyei 
critically.'      Into    that  process  we  need   not    foUoi| 
him  ;  it  was  the  justification  of  the  announceme 
of  his  preface,  '  The  author  is  perfectly  aware  th 
the  essence  of  the  Christian  faith  is  perfectly  indd 
pendent  of  his  criticism  ;  the  supernatural  birth  < 
Christ,  his  miracles,  his  resurrection  and  ascensio 
remain  eternal   truths,  whatever  doubts  may  be  cai 
on  their  reality  as  historic  facts.'     This  was,  in  fad 
the  object  of  his  whole  book,  to  apply  to  the  Gosp* 
the  speculative  forms  of  the  Hegelian  doctrine 
the  Incarnation,  in  which  humanity  took  the  plac| 
of  the  individual.      For  this  end,   the  actual  persoi^ 
ality  of  Jesus,   his  character,  his  teachings,  seeme) 
of  such  small  account  that   they  could    be    almosl 
wholly  ignored.'      When    the    miraculous  was    disN 
solved,   nothing  was  left  which  appealed  to  him  i 
significant,  for  he  justly  observed  that  the  rationalisfl 
Christology,     while     creating    no    difficulty    to    th# 
understanding,   did  not  account  for  the    Christ 
whom  the  Church  believes,  and  this  was  the  ChriaJ 


'  Thus,  «fter  analysing  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount,  he  says  (p.  34a) : 
discourses  of  Jesus,  tike  Tragments  of  granite,  could  not  be  dissolved   by  t 
flood   of  oral  tradition  ;  but  they    were  not  seldom  lorn  from  their  a 
conaeiion,  floated  away  from  their  origiukl  situation,  and  deposited  ii 
to  wbich  they  did  noi  properly  beloog,' 
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whom  he  set  out  to  save.  His  failure  to  recognise 
the  value  of  the  historical  residuum,  and  to  present 
it  as  of  any  worth  to  his  readers,  left  upon  those 
who  could  not  accept  his  speculative  reconstruc- 
tion a  sense  of  blank  desolation.  The  Jesus  whom 
they  knew  and  loved,  seemed  to  have  disappeared 
entirely, 

Strauss  himself  could  not  realise  this.  He  no 
doubt  sincerely  believed  that  he  had  rendered  a 
service  to  religion  by  showing  the  Church  a  way  out 
of  its  conflict  with  science  and  philosophy  ;  he  was 
deeply  wounded  by  the  storm  of  opposition  which 
his  book  excited,  and  with  almost  youthful  fury — he 
was  but  seven-and-twenty  when  he  plunged  into  the 
strife — he  fell  upon  his  critics  in  his  replies.'  The 
controversy  died  away,  but  not  without  leaving  deep 
and  abiding  traces.  The  main  defect  of  the  book, 
beneath  its  theory  of  the  manufacture  of  a  Mes- 
sianic biography  out  of  Old  Testament  elements,  lay 
in  the  insufficiency  of  its  treatment  of  the  Gospel 
records.  It  attempted  to  construct  an  elaborate 
system  of  historical  criticism  without  any  prior  in- 
vestigation into  the  literary  origins,  contents,  and 
relations,  of  the  documents  on  which  the  whole  was 
founded.  Strauss  had  been  so  preoccupied  with  his 
philosophical  aim,  that  he  had  not  thought  it  worth 
while  to  trouble  himself  with  the  positive  facts.* 
Just  as  Mrs.  Browning  complained  that  Dr.  Johnson 

n  Mofiem   Tftfology,  p.  244,   quotes  suS- 


'  Dr.  Fairbairn,  Flaa  of  Chm 
□t  illustfstions. 
'  Coptrast,  for  example,   auc! 


modern  work   as   Weodl's  TiaduHg  of 
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wrote  the  '  Lives  of  the  Poets  '  and  left  out  the 
poets,  so  it  might  be  said  of  Strauss  that  he  wrote 
the  *  Life  of  Christ '  and  omitted  Jesus.  His  book 
made  an  epoch ;  but  before  it  could  be  properly 
appreciated  the  study  of  the  origins  of  Christianity 
must  pass  through  long  and  winding  paths.^ 

Especially  was  it  needful,  in  order  to  escape  from 
the  purely  destructive  method  of  Strauss,  that  the 
criticism  of  the  Gospel  history  should  be  based  on 


^  A  few  words  may  be  added  here  by  way  of  illustration  concerning  one 
of  the  books  evoked  by  Strauss's  attack,  the  Lift  of  Jesus  by  Neander,  pub- 
lished in  1837  (English  translation  from  the  fourth  German  edition,  1852)? 
Associated  in  Berlin  (1^12)  with  De  Wette  and  Schleiermacher,  he  had  long 
been  occupied  with  his  great  work  on  Church  History,  when  Strauss 
entered  the  field,  llie  Prussian  Government  proposed  to  place  the  ob- 
noxious book  under  ban,  but  Neander  protested;  'Let  it  be  answered  by 
argument,  not  by  authority'  (quoted  by  Fairbairn,  p.  242).  After  a  years 
labour  he  was  ready  with  his  reply.  He  naturally  proceeded  from  the 
critical  basis  of  his  earlier  treatises  on  the  Planting  of  Christiantfy,  etc., 
and  in  this  respect  did  little  to  correct  the  one-sidedness  of  Strauss.  He 
minimised  some  of  the  miracles;  the  star  which  brought  the  Magi  in 
search  of  the  infant  Christ  was  an  astrological  sign ;  the  water  at  Cana 
was  not  changed  into  real  wine  but  only  received  powers  capable  of  pro- 
ducing the  same  effects ;  Paulus's  view  of  the  feeding  of  the  five  thousand 
was  a  possible  one, — examples  of  the  like  are  not  wanting  in  the  Middle 
Ages — yet  the  details  of  the  narrative  were  irreconcilable  with  such  a  hypo- 
thesis ;  the  Transfiguration  was  a  vision  in  sleep,  with  the  candid  admission, 
*  Still  the  difiiculty  remains,  that  the  phenomena,  if  simply  psychological, 
should  have  appeared  to  all  the  three  Apostles  in  the  same  form/  Well 
might  Strauss  propose  for  the  motto  of  such  a  treatise,  *  Lord,  I  believe,  help 
thou  my  unbelief.'  On  the  other  hand,  the  miracles  occupied  quite  a  subor- 
dinate place  in  the  general  presentment  of  Christ's  ministry.  Neander's  idea 
of  a  Life  of  Christ  involved  an  attempt  to  delineate  his  teaching  both  in  its 
essential  aims  and  in  its  relation  to  contemporary  parties  and  ideas ;  and  the 
fulness  and  care  of  his  exposition  are  in  marked  contrast  with  the  meag^ 
treatment  of  Strauss  (Part  II.  chap.  vi.).  But  on  this  side  Baur  not  unjustly 
criticised  it  afterwards  for  its  weakness  in  the  treatment  of  the  Fourth 
Gospel  (Kritische  UnUrsHchungen  uber  die  Kanonischen   Evangelien^    1847, 

p.  5a). 
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the  criticism  of  the  documents  which  are  its  sources.^ 
This  was,  in  fact,  undertaken  by  Weisse  in  1838, 
with  the  result  already  recorded.*  He  came  to  the 
conclusion,  like  Wilke  in  the  same  year,  that  the 
oldest  and  most  original  of  the  Gospels  was  to  be 
found  in  Mark.  To  some  extent  he  shared  the 
mythical  view  of  Strauss,  but  he  saw  in  such 
tjarratives  more  of  the  creative  spirit  of  Christianity, 
and  less  of  the  half-mechanical  transference  of  Old 
Testament  elements,  than  Strauss  had  been  willing 
to  allow.  So  he  pointed  the  way  of  advance  by  his 
careful  investigation  of  his  authorities,  as  well  as  by 
his  sympathetic  recognition  of  the  ideal  values  of 
the  products  of  the  consciousness  of  the  Church. 
But  a  more  definite  criticism  still  was  needed,  which 
should  attempt  to  ascertain  the  special  char- 
acteristics of  each  book,  to  determine  its  chief 
literary  features,  to  account  for  its  peculiarities,  to 
discover  any  traces  of  its  special  object,  and  fix  the 
circumstances  of  time  and  place,  the  condilions  of 
thought  and  life,  in  which  it  was  composed.  Every 
religious  author  bears  some  relation  to  the  beliefs 
and  hopes  of  his  age,  to  its  struggles  and  parties  and 
interests.  What  evidence  exists  that  such  influences 
were  at  work  in  the  communities  out  of  which  the 
Gospels  issued,  what  was  their  nature,  and  how  did 
they  operate  upon  the  records  ?     The   first  person 
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Cp.  Pfleiderer,  Devtlopmcnt  of  Thtology,  p.  225. 
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seriously   to   raise   such    questions   and   supply    an 
answer,  was  Ferdinand  Christian  Baur.^ 


III. 

Like  many  another  great  German  scholar,  Baur 
was  able  to  cover  an  amazing  range  of  study.  While 
still  a  master  at  Blaubeuren  he  had  produced  as  early 
as  1S24  a  treatise  on  the  natural  religion  of  anti- 
quity.* His  appointment  to  a  chair  at  Tubingen  led 
him  to  choose  the  early  history  of  Christianity  as  his 
especial  field  of  research,  and  in  the  year  in  which 
Strauss  began  the  issue  of  his  Leben  Jesu^  Baur 
published  two  treatises  which  might  seem  at  first 
sight  unrelated  to  each  other,  yet  were  really  in  the 
closest  connexion.  The  first  was  an  investigation 
into  the  strange  forms  of  speculation  in  the  second 
century  of  our  era  commonly  known  as  Gnosticism  ; ' 
the  second  dealt  with  the  origin  and  significance  of 
the  *  Pastoral  Epistles.'  *  The  Gnostic  (the  term  is 
believed  to  have  come  into  use  at  the  beginning  of 
the  second  century)  regarded  himself  as  possessed 
of  a  special  gnosis  or  knowledge  of  divine  things, 
imparted    originally   by  Jesus  to  his  apostles,  and 

^  A  fine  description  of  Baur  s  theological  development  will  be  found  in 
Fairbairn's  Plact  of  Christ  in  Modem  TheoL^  Book  I.  div.  II.  chap.  iii.  In  the 
sketch  here  offered  for  the  general  reader,  attention  is  directed  only  to  his 
treatment  of  the  Gospels. 

'  SynUtoUk  und  Mythologies  oder  die  Natur-Reltgion  des  AlterthufHS, 
Stuttgart,  1824-25,  in  three  volumes. 

'  Die  ChristKche  Gnosis,  1835. 

^  Die  sogtnemnten  PastoraUBrie/e,  1835. 
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transmitted  by  them  in  a  secret  tradition.  There 
was  no  6xed  form  to  such  an  esoteric  doctrine.  It 
could  take  up  into  itself  elements  from  the  most 
various  sources ;  it  could  be  shaped  and  moulded 
into  ever  fresh  combinations  by  the  individual  genius 
of  successive  teachers.  Coming  into  historic  view 
first  in  Asia  Minor,  it  speedily  makes  a  home  for 
itself  in  two  great  centres  of  Christian  thought, 
Antioch  and  Alexandria.  But  its  influence  was  not 
limited  to  these  cities.  Its  different  types  of  teach- 
ing were  very  widely  diffused.  They  were  strong 
enough  to  contend  for  mastery  with  the  Church 
which  was  gradually  elaborating  a  rule  of  faith  and 
a  doctrine  of  tradition  with  which  to  encounter  its 
rivals.  The  latter  part  of  the  second  century  wit- 
nessed the  Church's  triumph  over  a  danger  which 
had  threatened  its  very  existence.  In  the  concep- 
tion of  Catholic  unity  a  bulwark  was  reared  against 
the  invaders.  This  unity  was  attested  by  the  pos- 
session of  a  common  doctrine,  a  deposit  of  faith, 
preserved  in  the  Churches  which  had  been  founded 
by  apostles-  The  movement  for  the  formation  of  a 
canon  of  New  Testament  Scriptures  to  set  beside 
the  Old,  and  the  recognition  of  an  order  of  bishops 
who  continued  the  apostolic  teaching,  constituted  a 
two-fold  defence  against  irresponsible  and  lawless 
speculation.  Here  was  a  guarantee  of  the  steadi- 
ness and  permanence  of  Christian  truth. 

Now  Baur  was  the  first  to  put  the  startling  but 
suggestive  question,  '  Are  there  any  traces  of  this 
wide-spread    mode  of  thought   in  the  New  Testa- 
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ment  ? '  And  his  second  treatise  on  the  Pastoral 
Epistles  supplied  the  answer.  The  £alse  teachers 
denounced  in  the  letters  to  Timothy  and  Titus  were 
the  Gnostics.  Moreover  it  was  possible  to  identify 
a  particular  school  which  the  writer  in  one  passage, 
at  any  rate,  had  in  view.  Among  the  most  influ- 
ential of  the  Gnostic  sects  was  that  of  Marcion. 
Bom  in  Pontus  in  Asia  Minor,  he  came  to  Rome 
about  the  middle  of  the  second  century,  where  he 
taught  in  succession  to  a  Syrian  Gnostic  named 
Cerdo.  He  himself  travelled  widely,  and  his  fol- 
lowers spread  through  the  East  as  far  as  Persia. 
The  earliest  known  inscription  over  a  Christian  place 
of  worship  belonged  to  a  Marcionite  '  synagogue  '  in 
a  Syrian  village,  and  is  dated  in  a  year  corresponding 
with  318  A.D.  The  community  was  numerous, 
strictly  ascetic,  and  distinguished  for  the  faithful- 
ness and  multitude  of  its  martyrs.  Among  the 
works  in  which  Marcion  embodied  his  teaching 
was  a  treatise  called  the  '  Antitheses '  or  '  Oppo- 
sitions.' It  was  founded  on  a  series  of  contrasts 
between  the  God  depicted  in  the  Old  Testament  who 
walked  in  the  Garden  of  Eden,  and  was  obliged  to 
visit  Sodom  personally  in  order  to  know  the  truth  of 
the  report  of  its  wickedness,  and  the  God  revealed 
by  Jesus  who  was  the  author  of  redemption.  The 
God  whose  law  ran  '  An  eye  for  an  eye  and  a  tooth 
for  a  tooth,'  could  not  be  identical  with  the  God  in 
whose  name  Jesus  taught  '  If  any  smite  thee  on  the 
one  cheek,  turn  to  him  the  other  also.'  The  God  of 
the  Old  Testament  might  be  a  just  God  ;  the  God  of 
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the  New  was  good.  Now  at  the  close  of  the  first 
letter  to  Timothy,  the  writer  utters  the  warning,  6", 
*  O  Timothy,  guard  the  deposit,  turning  away  from 
the  profane  babblings  and  oppositions  of  the  know- 
ledge which  is  falsely  so  called.'  What  were  the 
'  oppositions  of  the  knowledge  '  ?  The  Greek, '  Anti- 
theses of  the  Gnosis,'  pointed  to  the  title  of 
Marcion's  book. 

Here,  then,  was  strong  confirmation  of  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  Pastoral  Epistles  really  originated 
in  the  struggle  of  the  Church  with  Gnosticism  in  the 
second  century.  And  this  view  seemed  to  explain 
other  peculiarities  in  them,  notably  their  emphasis 
on  the  office  and  character  of  the  bishop.  The 
more  highly  developed  ecclesiastical  system  had 
already  been  found  incongruous  with  the  apostolic 
age.'  It  was  quite  in  place  when  the  Church  was 
endeavouring  to  establish  its  tradition  and  its  hier- 
archy against  the  heretics.  But  this  discovery  (as 
Baur  regarded  it)  really  introduced  a  new  method 
into  New  Testament  criticism.  It  founded  itself  on 
an  external  fact  known  from  independent  writers,  and 
it  sought  to  test  a  small  group  of  documents  by 
their  relation  to  a  severe  and  long-continued  conflict, 
the  evidence  of  which  was  copious  and  beyond  dis- 
pute, A  wide  general  conception  of  a  great  historic 
process  was  thus  brought  to  bear  on  certain  portions 
of  what  had  hitherto  been  regarded  as  a  product  of 
the  Apostolic    age.      Could    any  similar  clues   be 

'  The  autherlioly  of  i  Tim.  wu  dented  hj  Schl««randMr  i  and  of  all 
'  three  Vtstoni  letters  hj  Eicbfaom. 
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found  to  determine  the  position  of  any  other  books  ? 
The  question  was  not  new  to  Baur.  Four  years 
before,  in  1831,  he  had  published  an  essay  entitled 
Die  Ckristuspartei  in  der  Korinthischen  Getnetnde. 
It  was  the  result  of  his  lectures  on  the  Epistles  to 
the  Corinthians,  and  was  designed  to  prove  that 
Paul  had  been  confronted  in  Corinth  with  a  Jewish 
Christian  party  which  disputed  his  claim  on  behalf 
of  the  Gentiles,  and  sought  to  impose  the  ancient 
obligations  of  the  Mosaic  law.  This  opposition 
revealed  itself  also  in  the  literature  of  the  Apostolic 
age  j  and  it  was  destined  to  become  in  Baur's  hands 
the  key  to  the  history  of  the  early  Church. 

From  the  Pastoral  Letters  and  the  Gnosticism 
of  the  second  century  Baur  worked  his  way  back 
to  the  career  of  Paul,  delineated  on  the  one  hand 
in  his  own  letters,  and  on  the  other  hand  in  the 
book  of  Acts.  The  letters  of  the  Apostle,  of  which 
Baur  admitted  four  as  undoubtedly  genuine,  Gala- 
iians,  i  and  2  Corinthians,  and  Romans,  were  the 
earliest  documents  of  the  New  Testament.  They 
were  older  than  any  of  the  Gospels,  and  the  value  of 
their  witness  could  neither  be  exaggerated  nor  im- 
peached. They  constituted  an  imperishable  monu- 
ment to  the  Apostle,  they  were  an  abiding  proof  of 
his  importance  for  the  whole  development  of 
Christianity.  For  it  was  Paul  who  first  insisted  on 
the  universal  nature  of  the  Gospel.  He  freed 
Christianity  from  the  dead  hand  of  Judaism.  He 
elaborated  the  great  argument  that  Messiah's  death 
abolished  for  ever  the  sovereignty  of  the  Law ;  and 


«ci.r.      EARLY    HISTORY    OF    CHRISTIANITY        357 

represented  the  Gospel — not  as  a  mere  Messianic 
faith  in  which  the  purpose  of  Judaism  was  continued 
and  fulfilled,  and  the  ancient  institutions  were  still 
maintained — but  as  a  new  hfe,  taking  the  place  of 
the  old  system,  and  doing  away  with  its  legal  dues 
and  mechanical  morality.  For  the  Gentile  Christian, 
therefore,  to  take  upon  himself  the  obligations  of  the 
Law  was  needlessly  to  entangle  himself  in  a  yoke 
of  bondage.  But  this  was  precisely  what  the 
Jewish  party  desired  to  enforce.  When  Peter  came 
down  to  Antioch,  after  Paul  and  Barnabas  had  re- 
ceived the  right  hand  of  fellowship  from  the  '  Pillar 
apostles  '  at  Jerusalem,  he  at  first  freely  ate  with  the 
uncircumcised  Gentile  Christians.'  But  the  appear- 
ance of  representatives  from  James,  following  the 
more  rigid  rule  of  separation,  led  Peter  to  withdraw 
from  the  broader  position  which  he  had  at  first  been 
willing  to  assume.  His  conduct  implied  that  he  no 
longer  admitted  the  Gentile  Christians  to  the  same 
privileges  as  the  Christian  Jews.  To  Paul  this 
seemed  like  treachery  to  Christ ;  no  righteousness 
of  the  law  could  bring  salvation ;  and  to  compel 
the  Gentiles  to  live  like  Jews  was  to  be  false  to  the 
life  of  faith  in  the  Son  of  God.  With  vehement 
remonstrance  he  challenged  Peter  before  the  as- 
sembled Church,  and  the  breach  between  them, 
argued  Baur,  was  never  healed.  So  fierce  was  the 
strife  of  principles  that  the  apostle  who  believed  him- 
self entrusted  with  the  gospel  of  the  uncircumcision, 
was  pursued  from  place  to  place  by  the  emissaries  of 
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the  Jewish  Christian  party.  They  endangered  his 
successes  in  Galatia;  they  stirred  up  dissension  at 
Corinth.  They  spoke  with  the  authority  of  those 
who  had  been  the  personal  companions  of  Jesus, 
and  had  therefore  a  special  right  to  direct  the  move- 
ment which  he  had  inaugurated  ;  and  they  boldly 
challenged  the  apostolic  character  of  the  great  mis- 
sionary to  the  Gentiles.  They  even  brought  letters 
of  commendation,  no  doubt  from  the  leaders  at 
Jerusalem,  which  indicated  the  wide-spread  nature  of 
the  conflict,  and  the  efforts  made  by  the  Judaisers  to 
secure  the  control  of  the  churches. 

The  conception,  therefore,  which  Baur  formed 
of  the  early  history  of  Christianity  centred  in  this 
impassioned  struggle.  The  founder  of  the  Christian 
'  way  '  had  himself  been  a  Jew ;  he  had  habitually 
worshipped  with  his  people  ;  he  had  kept  their 
feasts  ;  he  had  hardly  ever  left  his  native  soil ;  he 
had  never  openly  made  a  definite  breach  with  his 
hereditary  religion.  His  followers  had  been  men  of 
the  same  race.  They  clung  to  their  Messianic  faith 
with  ardent  conviction ;  they  could  not  be  expected 
lightly  to  forego  their  privileges  as  children  of  Abra- 
ham ;  and  they  adhered  to  the  narrow  and  rigid 
position  of  men  who  believed  that  Messiah  had 
appeared  in  the  person  of  Jesus  of  Nazareth,  and 
would  soon  return  to  bestow  on  them  the  promised 
kingdom.  Over  against  them  stood  the  Apostle 
Paul,  with  his  deep  inward  conviction  of  a  calling 
no  less  real  than  theirs.  If  they  had  known  Christ 
after  the  flesh,  it  had  pleased  the  Father  to  reveal 


EARLY    HISTORY    OF    CHRISTIANITY 


259 


his  Son  in  him.  The  warrant  for  his  mission  to  the 
Gentiles  came  every  whit  as  direct  from  Christ  him- 
self as  their  own  right  to  be  the  ministers  of  the  cir- 
cumcision ;  and  the  long  tale  of  his  converts  was  the 
justi6cation  of  his  claim.  Thus  the  progress  of 
Christianity  followed  the  formula  of  the  Hegelian 
philosophy.  Advance  in  one  direction  produced 
reaction  in  another.  Over  against  the  stringency 
of  the  Law  appeared  the  liberty  of  the  Gospel. 
In  technical  language,  development  took  place  by 
antithesis  ;  where,  then,  was  the  reconciliation  of 
these  opposite  principles  ? 

Paul  disappears  in  the  shadows  cast  by  the 
great  Neronian  conflagration ;  and  Peter  passes, 
and  there  is  no  compromise.  But  little  by  little  the 
rival  parties  draw  together.  Baptism  acquires  its 
place  as  the  way  of  admission  into  the  Church,  and 
the  demand  for  circumcision  is  silently  dropped. 
The  less  rigorous  of  the  Jewish  Christians  admit  the 
Gentiles  to  fellowship  with  them  ;  the  Pauline  mission 
does  the  great  work  of  conversion  ;  the  synagogue 
supplies  the  forms  of  organisation ;  and  faith  begins 
to  go  hand  in  hand  with  works.  A  process  of  recon- 
ciliation makes  its  slow  way  among  the  divided 
parties  ;  and  the  second  century  witnesses  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Catholic  Church  where  Peter  and  Paul 
at  last  stand  side  by  side  at  Rome  as  joint  par- 
takers in  the  work  for  Christ.  The  evidence  of  this 
movement  is  found  in  the  literature  both  within 
and  without  the  New  Testament.  Each  stage 
of    it    is    reflected    in    some    work    produced   under 
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its  influence.  To  each  book  in  turn  Baur  puts 
the  question  '  On  which  side  do  you  stand  in 
the  long  strife?  What  relation  do  you  bear  to 
the  Petrine  or  the  Pauline  party?'  This  attitude 
gave  to  each  document  its  tendency  or  Tendens. 
The  results  are  often  startling,  for  the  greater  part 
of  the  canonical  literature  after  the  days  of  Paul  is 
carried  down  into  the  second  century.  But  while 
the  documents  of  the  faith  are  thus  judged  according 
to  their  approximation  to  the  Pauline  or  the  Petrine 
principles,  Baur  is  always  searching  for  points  of 
contact  with  external  history,  and  his  view  of  the 
origin  of  the  Gospels,  to  which  our  attention  must 
be  limited,  depends  on  two  considerations :  (i)  is  it 
possible  by  mutual  comparison  to  determine  their 
order  and  characteristics  ?  and  (2)  are  there  any 
clues  by  which  the  positive  dates  of  any  of  them  can 
be  established  ? ' 

The  Gospels  formed  the  subjects  of  a  series  of 
essays  the  publication  of  which  began  in  the  Theolo- 
gische  Jahrbucher  in  1844.  These  investigations 
were  issued  in  1847  '"  ^  volume  entitled  '  Critical 
Investigations  on  the  Canonical  Gospels.'  *  The 
opening  Essay  on  the  Fourth  Gospel  at  once  settles 
the  precedence  of  all  the  other  three.  Among  the 
Synoptics  two  tests  are  immediately  available;  (i) 
Does  any  of  them    show  dependence  on  the  others, 

'  For  purposes  of  simpliGcation  nothing  is  here  said  of  ihe  numeroua 
works  of  Baur'!  pnpils,  or  the  differences  of  opinion  which  arose  wilhia  the 
TQbingea  ScbooL 

*  KritisAt  UnlersHclmHgtH  iiitr  dtt  Kanoniselun  EuangtlitH,  Tobiiigea 
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and,  if  so,  (2)  How  far  is  this  confirmed  by  its  sym- 
pathy with  the  narrower  or  the  wider  view  of  Christ- 
ianity ?  There  remains  the  further  question :  (3) 
What  means  exist  for  fixing  the  place  of  any  of 
them  not  only  in  the  order  of  succession  but  also  in 
actual  chronology  ?  Tradition,  then,  was  frankly  set 
aside.  So  far  as  the  citation  of  the  four  Gospels 
by  name  is  concerned,  they  are  never  seen  together 
till  the  second  half  of  the  second  century.  They 
none  of  them  definitely  bear  any  author's  name : 
and  in  the  case  of  the  first  two  in  our  Canon, 
Matthew  and  Mark,  the  books  which  have  descended 
to  us  differ  so  widely  from  the  descriptions  of  the 
works  attributed  to  these  Evangelists  by  Papias, 
that  it  is  not  possible  (argued  Baur)  to  suppose 
that  they  are  the  same.  A  point  was  thus  reached 
from  which  investigation  could  make  a  new  departure. 
Its  results  may  be  briefly  summarised  as  follows. 

First  in  the  field  stood  Matthew.  Written  in 
Greek,  and  sometimes  citing  the  Old  Testament 
from  the  Greek  version  of  the  LXX,  it  could  not  be 
identified  with  the  apostolic  record  to  which  Papias 
testified,  known  even  In  Jerome's  day  as  the  Gospel 
according  to  the  Hebrews}  This  vanished  Gospel 
stood  behind  our  Gospel  as  Its  original.  What 
interval  separated  the  two,  and  how  many  literary 
stages  intervened,  could  only  be  matter  of  conjecture. 
But  the  Gospel  itself  bore  evidence  of  its  late  produc- 
tion, for  it  was  full  of  incongruities,  and  presented 

'  The  eilBnt  fragmenia  of  Ihis  Goapel  were  collecled  and  published  in 
tail  oou&uy,  by  Ur.  £.  B.  Nicholson,  with  raliuble  aoDotatioiu,  in  1879, 
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different  views  in  peaceful  juxtaposition.  On  the 
one  hand  it  imposed  the  absolute  significance  and 
enduring  validity  of  the  Mosaic  Law,  5'^'*: 

*  Think  not  that  I  came  to  deslrof  the  Uw  or  the  prophets  :  I 
came  not  to  destroy,  but  to  fultiL  For  verily  I  say  uoio  you,  till 
heaven  and  earth  pass  away,  one  jot  or  one  tittle  shall  in  no  wise 
pass  away  from  the  law,  till  all  things  be  accomplished.'' 
On  the  other  it  never  mentioned  circumcision,  but 
in  28"  enjoined  baptism  as  the  mode  of  entry  into 
Messiah's  kingdom.  In  15**  the  mission  o!  Jesus  is 
limited  to  '  the  lost  sheep  of  the  house  of  Israel ' ; 
but  in  numerous  passages  (such  as  8""'*,  ss""", 
26",  28")  the  Gospel  plainly  stands  for  universalist 
Christianity.  Still,  the  repeated  endeavours  to  prove 
the  Messianic  function  of  Jesus  from  prophecy,  and 
even  to  expound  his  sufferings  as  divinely  pre- 
ordained, proved  that  the  Gospel  issued  from  the 
Jewish  side.  Nothing  could  show  this  more  clearly 
than  the  birth-story  and  the  account  of  the  entry 
of  Jesus  into  Jerusalem  in  the  character  of  Son 
of  David,  3  1*;  though  the  Gospel  itself  reported 
an  argument  with  the  Pharisees,  23"'**,  in  which 
Jesus  apparently  contended  that  Davidic  descent 
was  not  needful  for  Messiah.  The  presence  of 
these  various  elements  lifted  the  Gospel  above 
the   range    of    mere    partizanship.     It  did,   indeed, 

'  II  U  noteworthy  that  B»ur  did  not  press  the  words  of  Mall.  J3",  ■  The 
Scribes  and  Pharisees  sit  in  Mosea'sot ;  all  things  tberefore.  whatsoever  they 
bid  you,  (A(S(  do  and  observe.'  These  have  lieen  sometimes  understood  to 
enjoin  obedience  to  the  vast  accumulations  of  scribal  tradition,  as  well  as  the 
obligatiou*  ol  the  written  Law.  fiaur  regards  them  only  as  used  to  point  the 
eotitrait  between  the  Pharisaic  demands  and  the  Pharisees'  own  conduct,  '  do 
not  ye  after  tbeit  works  ;  for  they  say,  and  do  aoL' 
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present  most  clearly  of  the  Synoptic  Three  the 
side  of  Christianity  which  had  grown  up  with 
Judaism  ;  but  it  did  so  with  the  frank  admission 
of  elements  which  indicated  that  the  reconciliation 
of  party  strife  had  been  long  at  work.  A 
positive  date  for  the  narrative  as  we  have  it  was 
found  in  the  language  of  the  great  eschatological 
discourse  upon  the  Mount  of  Olives.  The  '  abomin- 
ation of  desolation  .  .  .  standing  in  the  holy  place,' 
24"^,  was  identified  with  a  statue  of  Jupiter  Capito- 
linus  erected  by  Hadrian  on  the  site  of  the  Temple  ; 
and  the  persecutions  against  the  Christians  were  due 
to  Barkokhba  who  was  furious  with  them  because 
they  would  not  join  in  a  hopeless  rising  against 
Rome.  By  this  interpretation  a  definite  date  was 
obtained  for  the  Gospel  within  the  narrow  limits  of 
130-134  A.D.^ 

Following  the  order  of  Griesbach  and  Schleier- 
macher,  Baur  placed  Luke  next  to  Matthew.  This 
was  on  the  face  of  it  Pauline  in  character ;  but 
the  divergence  was  so  strongly  marked  as  almost  to 
place  it  in  an  antithetic  relation  to  the  presentation 
of  the  Gospel  story  in  Matthew.  Consider  only  the 
manner  in  which  the  apostolate  of  the  Twelve  is 
thrown  into  the  shade  beside  the  wider  mission  of 
the  Seventy.  How  brief  and  scanty  is  the  address 
to  the  Twelve  in  9*"'  compared  with  the  fulness 
of  the  discourse  in  Matt.  10!  And  what  is  the 
meaning  of  this  contrast  ?  The  despatch  of  the 
Seventy  is  no  historical  event  in  the  earthly   career 

■  See  the  long  note,  pp.  6oj.^log. 
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of  Jesus.  It  is  an  emblem  of  the  preaching  to  the 
Gentiles  who  were  distributed  (according  to  Jewish 
tradition  founded  on  the  table  of  Noah's  descendants 
in  Gen.  lo)  into  seventy  nations.^  This  is  the  reason 
why  they  are  sent  forth  on  the  last  journey  to 
Jerusalem.  The  time  is  at  hand  for  Messiah  to  pass 
into  the  heavenly  life,  9".  The  Master  is  on  his  way 
to  Jerusalem  through  Samaria,  g''^-.  he  is  already 
among  those  who  are  not  Jews.  But  the  Samaritans 
are  not  the  real  inhabitants  of  '  every  city  and  place 
whither  he  himself  is  about  to  come ' ;  it  is  to  the 
dwellers  in  all  lands  far  and  near  that  the  ascended 
Jesus  comes  by  the  Spirit.  The  subjection  of  the 
demons,  the  fall  of  Satan  from  heaven,  typify  the 
triumph  of  the  Gospel  over  the  idol-gods  :  and  in 
transferring  to  this  great  effort  the  language  which 
Matthew  assigns  to  a  specifically  Jewish  mission 
(10*  '  Go  not  into  atiy  way  of  the  Gentiles,  and  enter 
not  into  any  city  of  the  Samaritans  '),  Luke  enforces 
in  the  most  emphatic  manner  the  Pauline  principle 
of  universalism.  Especially  when  the  weighty  words 
of  Matt.  10*'  '  He  that  receiveth  you  receiveth  me, 
and  he  that  receiveth  me  receiveth  him  that  sent 
me,'  are  applied  in  Luke  10"  to  this  second  despatch 
— '  He  that  heareth  you  heareth  me,  and  he  that 
rejecteth  you  rejecteth  me,  and  he  that  rejecteth 
me  rejecteth  him  that  sent  me,' — does  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Gospel  to  the  Gentiles  receive  its 
highest  sanction,  and  the  great  aim  of  Paul  is  fully 


'    Cp.  Strauss,    Lift  o/M, 
Gieseler  in  support. 


<  Sdhaecken burger   and 
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vindicated.  Yet  if  Jesus  had  really  made  such  pro- 
vision in  advance,  how  could  the  Jewish  party  have 
been  so  unfaithful  to  it  ?  That  the  Gospel  took  up 
into  itself  certain  Jewish  elements,  such  as  the  birth- 
story,  the  entry  into  Jerusalem,  and  the  declaration 
of  the  permanence  of  the  law,  16*',^  was  really  due  to 
the  fact  that  its  canonical  form  was  the  result  of  a 
very  late  redaction.  The  original  Luke,  employed 
by  Marcion,  who  recognised  no  other  Gospel,  was 
supposed  to  have  been  unencumbered  by  these  con- 
tradictions ;  not  tin  the  middle  of  the  second  century 
were  these  additions  made,  the  preface  written,  and 
the  whole  work  thrown  into  the  shape  in  which  the 
Church  has  preserved  it. 

Last  of  the  Synoptic  series  came  Afark.  Ignoring 
the  literary  investigations  of  Weisse  and  Wilke, 
Baur  thought  it  sufficient  to  lay  down  the  broad  pro- 
position that  as  almost  the  whole  Gospel  with  the 
exception  of  a  few  verses  could  be  found  in  the  other 
two,  its  secondary  origin  could  not  be  doubted. 
Confirmation  of  this  was  found  in  a  comparison 
of  parallels  such  as  the   following : 

Matl.  i6«*.  Mark  9". 

Verily  I  say  unto  you,  There  be  Verily  I  say  unto  you,  There  be 
some  of  them  that  stand  here,  f^ome  here  or  them  that  stand 
which  shall  in  no  wise  taste  of  by,  which  shall  in  no  wise  taste 
death,  till  they  see  the  Son  of  of  death,  till  they  see  the  king- 
man  coming  in  his  kingdom.  dom  of  God  come  with  power. 

The  personal  hope  of  Messiah's  advent  expressed 


'  Baur  coDJectured  (p.  508)  that  tbe  1 
Lipsius  suggested  '  my  l«w,'  On  Marcion'3 
BiU-ii.  aii.  1864. 


~ue  readiag   wai  'ray  words'-' 
rEBding  cp.  Schmiedcl,  Encyd. 
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in  the  first  passage  has  died  away  before  the  com- 
position of  the  second.  In  its  place  is  substituted 
the  progress  of  '  the  kingdom,'  that  is,  the  advance 
of  the  Church.  In  such  modifications  as  these  did 
Baur  find  the  real  aim  of  the  author.  He  had  no 
fresh  contribution  to  make  to  the  reality  of  the 
Gospel  story  ;  he  could  only,  therefore,  have  uxitten 
in  the  interest  of  a  specific  Tendens.  What  this 
was,  it  is  not  hard  to  discover.  Three  main  points 
distinguish  its  compilation.  He  omits  the  birth- 
stories  ;  he  passes  over  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount  ; 
he  ignores  all  the  peculiarities  of  Luke  in  contrast 
with  Matthew.  The  first  is  partly  explained  by  the 
conjecture  that  Mark  worked  on  the  pre-Marcionite 
Luke  which  did  not  contain  the  birth-story.  For  the 
second  a  reason  is  found  in  the  strange  suggestion 
that  the  compiler  sought  to  avoid  recognising  the 
permanent  validity  of  the  Mosaic  law  enforced  in 
Matt.  5^''^,  as  if  it  was  necessary  to  drop  the  entire 
discourse  because  of  one  specific  passage.  The 
excision  of  characteristic  features  in  Luke,  such  as 
the  opening  sermon  in  the  synagogue  at  Nazareth, 
the  mission  of  the  Seventy,  or  the  parable  of  the 
Prodigal  Son,  is  balanced  by  slight  omissions  from 
Matthew.  The  promise  to  the  Apostles,  Malt.  19**, 
that  they  shall  sit  upon  twelve  thrones,  judging  the 
twelve  tribes  of  Israel,  is  silently  suppressed.  So, 
also,  is  the  limitation  of  the  apostolic  mission  to  '  the 
lost  sheep  of  the  house  of  Israel,'  Matt.  10".  The 
similar  restriction  in  the  reply  of  Jesus  to  the  Syro- 
Phoenician  woman,  Matt.   15**,  disappears  in  Mark 
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1 7"*":  and  Mark  11"  adds  the  words  'for  all  the 
nations'  which  Matt.  21"  fails  to  reproduce  from 
Is.  56^.  The  Pauline  principle,  therefore,  is  not  un- 
known, nor  does  it  pass  wholly  unrecognised.  But 
it  is  not  prominently  enforced  ;  from  the  point  of  view 
of  Tendens  the  Gospel  is  indifferent  and  neutral. 
In  other  words,  it  has  a  mediating  and  reconciling 
aim  ;  and  as  such  it  must  be  reckoned  last  of  the 
Three,  and  find  its  place  somewhere  in  the  middle 
of  the  second  century. 

The  tradition  of  the  ancient  Church  and  the 
united  voice  of  modern  scholarship  regarded  the 
Fourth  Gospel  as  posterior  to  the  Synoptics.  With 
this  view  Baur  entirely  concurred  ;  but  the  dates  to 
which  he  assigned  the  former  group  inevitably 
brought  the  Johannine  presentation  later  still.  To 
the  analysis  of  this  problem  Baur  devoted  all  his 
skill ; '  and  his  exposition  had  a  lasting  effect. 
Doubts  of  the  Apostolic  authorship  had  been  raised 
at  the  opening  of  the  century  by  Vogel ;  and  the 
foundations  of  the  newer  criticism  were  firmly  laid 
by  Bretschneider  in  1820,  in  his  ProbabiVia^  Strauss 
had  not  examined  the  question  critically,  and  wavered 
in  successive  editions  of  the  Life,  though  in  the 
fourth  (1840)  he  reverted  to  the  view  that  the  dis- 
courses could  not  be  regarded  as  historical,  and 
were    mainly,    in    fact,    free    compositions    of    the 

'  The  essays  on  John  occupy  pp.  79-389  of  the  Krilischt  UHtiraudmtigtn. 

*  Praia/nl-a  at  Evang.  tl  Epp.  Joan,  indole  it  ongini.  Bretschncider 
ma  "General  Superinlendent '  in  Golha  (1816-1848),  and  much  respected 
for  hi*  leBmiog,  iudualry,  and  moderation.    See  Lect.  VU. 
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Evangelist.'  In  general,  however,  the  authority  of 
Schleiermacher  had  prevailed  to  secure  for  the  Gospel, 
as  the  only  record  by  an  Apostle,  the  central  place 
in  Christian  truth.  This  position  Baur  now  under 
took  to  examine.  The  main  idea  of  the  whole 
representation  lay  for  him  in  the  Prologue,  which 
opened  with  the  delineation  of  the  timeless  existence 
of  the  Word  with  God.  In  choosing  this  mode  of 
expression  for  his  Christian  consciousness,  the 
Evangelist  at  once  placed  himself  in  relation  with 
Greek  thought.  But  Baur  did  not  immediately 
dwell  on  the  significance  of  this  for  the  expansion 
of  Christianity,  or  the  transfusion  of  its  teachings 
into  Hellenism  ;  he  passed  at  once  to  the  ideal  sig- 
nificance thus  imparted  to  the  career  of  Christ. 
When  the  Word  became  flesh  in  the  person  of 
Jesus,  the  divine  principle  of  life  and  light  entered 
the  world  of  space  and  time.  There  it  immediately 
encountered  the  oppositions  of  darkness  and  death, 
and  Messiah's  ministry  is  so  portrayed  as  to  exhibit  a 
whole  series  of  moral  and  spiritual  antitheses,  be- 
tween truth  and  falsehood,  belief  and  disbelief,  the 
seeing  and  the  blind,  the  children  of  God  and  the 
children  of  the  devil.  Scene  after  scene  is  passed 
under  review  and  compared  with  the  Synoptic  pre- 
sentations. The  result  shows  that  the  book  is  not  a 
mere  assemblage  of  traditions,  a  series  of  anecdotic 
reminiscences,  many  of  which  add  little  to  the  total 
impression  of  the  rest.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  a 
carefully  planned  composition,  having  such  unity 
I  EngL  tnuuL,  and  ed,  p.  386. 
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that  its  parts  are  all  essential  to  the  whole.  But 
from  this  point  of  view  it  is  not  a  historical  record. 
It  is  a  delineation  of  the  inner  purport  of  Christ- 
ianity thrown  into  biographic  form,  but  conceived  at 
a  spiritual  elevation  in  which  the  previous  struggles 
of  Jewish  and  Gentile  elements  are  lost  in  a  loftier 
harmony.  Neither  in  Jerusalem  nor  on  Mount 
Gerizim '  shall  men  worship  the  Father :  the  true 
worshippers  are  they  who  worship  in  spirit  and  in 
truth.  In  the  language  of  philosophy,  Christianity 
was  thus  presented  as  the  absolute  religion.  Judaism 
was,  indeed,  its  precursor ;  and  the  Scriptures  of  the 
Old  Testament  announced  Messiah's  day.  Nay, 
they  even  foretold  the  death  which  would  complete 
and  so  abolish  the  dispensation  of  the  past ;  and 
when,  upon  the  cross,  Jesus  cried  '  It  is  finished,'  he 
dismissed  the  law,  and  the  new  life  of  grace  and 
truth  began.  This  was  the  ideal  meaning  of  that 
difference  of  date  for  the  day  of  the  Crucifixion 
between  the  Synoptics  and  the  Fourth  Gospel 
which  had  given  the  harmonists  so  many  search- 
ings  of  heart.  In  the  Johannine  narrative  Jesus 
ate  no  Passover.  He  himself  died  at  the  time  when 
the  lambs  were  being  slain  in  the  Temple.  He  was 
thus  the  true  Paschal  sacrifice,  and  was  identified 
in  that  character  by  the  writer's  application  of  the 
ancient  ritual  precept,  19**.  When  the  water  and 
the  blood  flowed  from  his  side,  these  were  the  recog- 
nised symbols  of  the  Spirit  (comp.  7'**'),  and  of  the 
death  by  which  that  gift  was  to  become  available 
for  all  mankind. 

t  Sunarii  ww  tbe  iccepled  lype  ot  beatbeniain. 
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The  Gospel  was  thus  a  delineation  of  the  1 
Christian   Gnosis  (cp.    17*);  and  its  truth  was 
historical  but  ideal.     To  Baur  it  appeared  incredib 
after  his  examination  of  the  inner  motives  and  | 
ciples  of  the  work,  that  it  could  be  regarded  as  1 
work  of  an  actual  companion  of  Jesus,  still  more  < 
John  who  appeared  in   Paul's   Epistle  to  the  GaJ 
tians  in  close  association    with    the  leaders    of 
Jewish    party,    [ames    and    Peter.      Moreover, 
question    was    complicated    with    two  other    issue! 
tn  the  latter  part  of  the  second  century  a  conti 
versy    broke    out    in    the    Church    in    Asia    Mir 
concerning   the   proper  day   for  the   celebration 
Easter,  which  was  of  course  determined  by  the  a 
cedent  observance  of  the   Paschal  feast.      Synot 
were    held    and    letters    were    written ;    and    final 
Polycrates,  bishop  of  Ephesus,  formally  pleaded  t% 
cause  of  the  Asiatic  Churches  in  a  communicatiaj 
addressed  to  Victor,    bishop  of  Rome.     In  the  i 
terpretation  which  Baur  placed  on  this  dispute,  thi 
essence  of  the  matter  lay  in  this  :    Polycrates,  an 
the  churches  which  he  represented,  appealed  to  loi^ 
tradition  including  the  practice  of  the  Apostle  Joti 
at  Ephesus  in  favour  of  a  usage  corresponding  v 
the  Synoptic  representation.      With  this  the  Fourth 
Gospel  was  in  open  variance.      How,  then,  could  it 
be    assigned    to    the    Apostle    who    had    regularly 
followed   the   contrary    reckoning  ?     Along    another 
line    also     the    verdict    of   tradition     was    weighty. 
Of    no    book    in     the     New     Testament    was    the 
external  attestation  so  secure  as  the  Book  of  Revela- 
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tion.  The  witness  of  antiquity  unanimously  ascribed 
it  to  the  son  of  Zebedee ;  yet  if  John  wrote  the 
Apocalypse,  nothing  could  be  more  certain  than  that 
he  did  not  also  write  the  Gospel. 


IV. 

Such  were  some  of  the  results  of  the  famous 
Tubingen  criticism.  Nothing,  perhaps,  more  signally 
proved  the  genius  of  Baur  than  the  number  of  dis- 
tinguished pupils  who  eagerly  ranged  themselves  by 
his  side,  or  the  immense  stimulus  which  he  gave  to 
almost  every  department  of  historical  theology. 
With  unwearied  activity  he  himself  traversed  the 
vast  fields  of  dogmatics  and  ecclesiastical  history ; 
he  wrote  great  monographs  on  doctrines  like  the 
Trinity  and  the  Atonement ;  he  traced  the  develop- 
ment of  Christianity  down  to  the  philosophies  of  the 
first  half  of  the  nineteenth  century.  This  varied 
labour,  however,  could  not  be  sustained  beneath 
the  burden  of  advancing  years.  In  i860  he  died, 
but  not  before  a  movement  had  already  set  in  for 
which  the  labours  of  the  previous  decades  had  been 
the  preparation.  A  new  problem  was  coming  into 
view,  or  rather  the  old  problem  under  a  fresh  aspect. 
In  throwing  the  Gospels  into  the  second  century, 
Baur  was  driven  to  explain  them  as  the  products 
of  the  Church.  But  of  what  was  the  Church  itself 
the  product  ?  Its  form  might  be  due  to  the  recon- 
ciliation of  opposing  principles.  But  what  had 
called  these  principles  into    activity?      You    might 
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account  for  the  variations  in  the  Gospels  by  the 
tendencies  of  different  parties,  and  the  sympathies 
of  their  authors  with  the  schools  of  Jewish  or  of 
Gentile  thought.  But  how  could  you  explain  the 
Gospel  ?  In  other  words,  the  work  of  Baur  and 
his  followers  was  only  preliminary ;  behind  the 
Church,  behind  Peter  and  Paul,  lay  Jesus.  What 
of  him  ? 

The  time  was  ripening  for  the  great  series  of 
the  lives  of  Jesus  which  marked  the  years  imme- 
diately following  Baur's  death.  It  was  opened,  in 
fact,  by  Ewald  of  Gottingen  in  1855.^.  He  had 
many  qualifications  for  the  task.  Profoundly  im- 
bued with  the  prophetic  spirit,  and  withal  a  stu- 
dent of  minute  detail,  the  whole  sources  of  Israel's 
history  were  open  to  him.  He  had  issued  in  1850 
a  translation  and  synoptic  commentary  on  the  First 
Three  Gospels.  In  a  series  of  monographs  he  dealt 
with  the  apocalyptic  literature  too  long  neglected  ; 
though  this  important  witness  to  the  state  of  Jewish 
hope  left  singularly  little  trace  on  the  main  body  of 
the  work.*  That  work  was  marred  by  some  of  his 
defects  as  a  historian.  His  judgments  seem  often 
arbitrary  and  fanciful ;  and  he  cannot  conceal  his 
scorn  for  those  who  differ  from  him.  The  Tubingen 
wisdom  is  a  disordered  dream  :  Mark  is  the  earliest, 
not  the  last,  of  the  Synoptics,  and  the  apostolic 
authorship  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  is  a  fact  entirely 

*  The  fifth  vol.  in  German,  the  sixth  in  English,  of  his  History  o/Isragi. 

'  Not  one  of  the  passages  in  which  Jesus  predicts  the  coming  of  the  Son  of 
Man,  is  even  named. 


utcr.  V.      EARLY    HISTORY    OF    CHRISTIANITY        273 

certain.  In  cases  of  conflict  between  the  Fourth 
and  the  First  Three,  the  latter  are  unhesitatingly  set 
aside.  With  John,  therefore,  he  places  the  expulsion 
of  the  money  changers  from  the  Temple  at  the  out- 
set of  the  ministry,  instead  of  at  its  close ;  and  Jesus 
dies  on  the  same  day  as  the  Paschal  lamb.  This 
preference  for  the  Johannine  record  involves  the 
attempt  to  harmonise  its  different  conceptions  with 
those  of  the  Synoptic  group,  a  process  impossible  to 
effect  without  distinct  injury  to  the  crises  which  mark 
their  narrative  ;  and  though  he  clearly  perceives,  as 
so  eminent  a  critic  could  not  fail  to  do,  the  unity 
of  the  Johannine  scheme,  he  is  obliged  again  and 
again  to  break  it  up  to  accommodate  the  episodes 
of  another  story.  Yet  he  constantly  betrays  his  con- 
sciousness that  the  value  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  lies 
in  its  symbols  rather  than  its  facts  ;  but  in  his  in- 
ability to  frame  clear  ideas  of  what  actually  happened 
he  wraps  the  scene  in  a  cloud  of  enthusiastic  verbiage, 
and  the  real  personality  of  the  Teacher  disappears 
in  golden  haze.  One  signal  merit,  however,  marks 
the  book.  The  rise  of  Christianity  is  treated  as  a 
part  of  the  history  of  Israel.'  Without  appeal  to  an 
abandoned  interpretation  of  prophecy,  Jesus  is  set  in 
organic  connexion  with  the  thought  and  life  of  his 
race  :  and  whatever  ideal  founded  on  Christian  dogma 
may  dwell  in  the  background,  not  all  the  exalted  lan- 
guage in  which  his  Messianic  consciousness  is 
described  ever  leads  the  reader  to  forget  that  Jesus 
and  his  disciples  alike  were  Jews. 

in  Bethiehem  ;  but  OD  the  Uiracu- 
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Very  different  was  the   Vie  de  Jhus  of  Emej 
Renan.    first  published  in  June,    1863.      Every 
who  cared  to  do  so,  might   know  the  story  of  ( 
ex-seminarist    of    Treguier,    appointed    by    imperi 
decree   in  the  preceding  year  (1862)  to  the  Chair  <i 
Hebrew  in  the  College  of  France,  and  then  suspendei 
after  his  opening  lecture.     He  had  already  conducted 
an  archaeological  mission  in  Phcenicia,  and  there  in  tb 
companionship  of  the  sister  Henriette  who  had  lo 
him  so  passionately  and  sacrificed  so  much  for  \ 
the  preliminary  studies  for  his  book  were  made, 
the  eve  of  their  departure  for  France  after  a  yea 
unremitting  labour,  the  brother  and  sister  were  strick 
with  malaria.     They  were  carried  unconscious  fra 
the  house,  and   laid  out    for  dead    in  the  midst  1 
Eastern  mourners      But  after  more  than   two  dajfl 
swoon  Renan  awoke,  an  hour  before  his  sister  die 
He  was  placed  in  a  litter  and  carried  on  board  ship 
his  sister  lay  under    the    palms    at    Amshit. 
had    said    that   she  would   love  the  book,   becau! 
they  had  done  it  together.     In  words  of  exquisi^ 
tenderness  he  dedicated  it  to  her  memory.     Did  1 
pure  influence  abide  with  him,  while  he  spent  a  ye 
as  he  afterwards  said,  in  toning  it  down  ?     At  . 
rate  this  book  was  free  from  those  flashes  of  [ 
sionate    irony    or    flippant    levity    which    sometiriMSj 
disfigured    his    later  writings ;    and  these  impulst 
says  Madame  Darmesteter,  Henriette  had  not  lova 

It  is  impossible  in  few  words  to   characterise, 
it  deserves,  this  famous  book.     The  charm   of 

'  ErmslRtnan  (i8g7),  p.  146 
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Mtyle,  the  daring  originality  of  its  treatment,  sent  a 
Hhrill  through  Europe.  By  November  60,000  copies 
■were  in  circulation,  and  the  author  told  Mr.  Mount- 
Mtuart  E.  Grant  Duff  that  there  were  already  two 
■translations  in  Dutch,  two  in  German,  and  one  in 
I'ltalian.^  The  Empress  Eugenie,  who  was  believed  to 
Bfaave  urged  his  suspension,  with  remarkable  good 
feense  refused  to  try  to  stop  the  publication.  She  said 
mo  one  of  her  ladies,  Mme.  Cornu,"  '  It  will  do  no  harm 
■to  those  who  believe  in  Christ,  and  to  those  who  do 
Knot,  it  will  do  good.'  It  was  a  wise  judgment — for 
M''rance.  For  Renan's  work  had  the  great  merit 
■chat  it  made  Jesus  conceivable  by  thousands  who 
Vhad  cared  nothing  for  him  before.     He  brought  his 

■  hero  out  of  the  sanctuary ;  he  was  no  more  veiled 
■from  mortal  sight  by  the  incense  of  worship  or  the 
RCreeds  of  the  Church  ;  he  was  a  man,  who  conceived 
Ka  great  idea,  but  was  prevented  from  realising  it  by 
Khe  resistance  which  he  encounlered,  and  beneath 
Birhich  he  fell.  Renan,  therefore,  presented  Jesus 
■no  longer  as  a  sacred  mystery,  but  as  a  person  to 
Me  understood,  like  any  other  high  creative  genius. 
■Doubtless  the   attempt  to  understand   him  required 

■  profound  and  delicate  insight.  But  for  this  task 
Renan  had  his  own  qualifications.  He  had  himself 
believed  and  doubted,  he  had  reflected  and  suffered, 

f  but  to  one  service  he  had  always  remained  con- 
[Stant,  the  service  of  truth.      This   book    had    been 

'  Emat  Rtnan  {iSg$),  p.  69.    Another  followed  in  English  before  the  cloie 
■  Who  repeUed  it  to  Hr.  Grant  Duff,  p.  70. 


276  THE    GOSPELS    AND    THE  iect.  v. 

studied  on  the  spot ;  it  was  steeped  in  the  sunshine 
of  the  East ;  the  atmosphere  of  oriental  faith  per- 
vaded it  J  much  of  it  had  been  written  on  the  mud 
floor  of  a  Syrian  cottage.  He  has  himself  recorded 
how  the  aspects  of  the  country,  its  locahties,  its  ever 
varying  scenery,  its  people,  became  to  him  a  kind  of 
fifth  Gospel  knitting  together  the  impressions  which 
he  derived  from  the  New  Testament.  Defective  in 
its  critical  grasp — he  afterwards  largely  modified  the 
use  which  h^  first  made  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  ^ — 
the  narrative  began  as  a  kind  of  Galilean  romance. 
But  with  the  influence  of  the  Baptist  on  Jesus 
a  new  Messianic  phase  followed,  which  finally 
deepened  into  tragedy  as  the  preacher  of  the 
kingdom  found  himself  involved  in  conflicts  with 
inferior  natures  which  inevitably  lowered  him  to 
their  level.  The  evidence  of  this  theory  of  de- 
cline in  the  spiritual  purity  of  Jesus  was  partly 
founded  on  the  increasing  use  of  the  imagery 
of  a  great  divine  catastrophe ;  and  it  reached  its 
most  offensive  point  when  Renan  hinted  that  the 
resurrection  of  Lazarus  was  due  to  an  arrangement 
contrived  by  Mary  and  Martha  to  which  Jesus 
accommodated  himself  to  win  support  at  the  ap- 
proaching crisis."  The  result  was  neither  history  nor 
poetry,  though  it  savoured  of  both.  It  did  not  recog- 
nise the  difficulty  that  the  materiaJs  are  too  scanty 
for  a  biography  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  term. 


,    >  See    Ihe  prefi 
'  Thia  WM  subsequently  altered. 


(be  thirteenth  edition,  and  the  li 
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Nor  did  its  paradoxical  certainty  admit  how  large  a 
part  of  its  psychological  construction  was  the  product 
of  a  sympathetic  imagination  uncontrolled  by  facts. 
Nevertheless  it  rendered  signal  service  by  focussing 
the  attention  of  educated  Europe  upon  the  problem. 
And  the  strength  of  the  writer's  own  homage  to  the 
career  which  he  had  sought  to  describe,  may  be 
inferred  from  glowing  words  on  the  last  page  of  his 
volume  :  '  Whatever  may  be  the  unexpected  pheno- 
mena of  the  future,  Jesus  will  never  be  surpassed,  .  . 
All  the  ages  will  proclaim  that  among  the  sons  of 
men  there  has  not  been  bom  one  greater  than  Jesus.' 
Very  different  both  in  tone  and  method  was  the 
New  Life  of  fesus  with  which  Strauss  appealed  to 
the  educated  reader  in  January,  1864.'  It  was 
expressly  prepared  for  the  German  people,  and  was 
nearly  completed  when  the  Vie  de  Jesus  appeared- 
To  that  work  Strauss  proffered  the  hand  of  fellow- 
ship. He  did  not  attempt  to  emulate  its  merits  ; 
and  he  knew  that  peculiarities  by  which  he  hoped  to 
earn  the  approbation  of  his  own  countrymen,  would 
only  cause  weariness  on  the  other  side  of  the  Rhine. 
He  left  his  own  plan  as  it  was  first  designed  :  but  he 
added,  *  All  I  wish  is  to  have  written  a  book  as  suit- 
able for  Germany  as  Renan's  is  for  France.'  *  Thirty 
years  had  modified  some  of  his  early  views ;  but  his 
main  conception  of  the  mythical  character  of  many 
of  the  Gospel  narratives  remained  unchanged.     The 

'  On  Schpokel's  CkarakUrbild  Jtsu  wbich  preceded  it  by  a  few  weeks, 


^En^th  TraM$l.  1865,  i.  p.  xriii. 
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method  of  presentment,  however,  was .  considerably 
altered.  The  attempt  to  combine  a  historical  inves- 
tigation with  a  particular  philosophic  and  dogmatic 
conception  is  dropped  ;  the  reader  is  no  longer  be- 
wildered by  a  dialectical  process  for  estabUshing  as 
eternal  truths  ideas  which  have  first  been  rejected 
in  the  form  of  events  as  historically  false.  A  long 
and  elaborate  introduction  discussed  the  Gospel 
sources,  and  thus  removed  the  reproach  which  had 
been  justly  brought  against  the  earlier  treatise.  This 
was  not  unnaturally  based  on  the  Tubingen  re- 
searches. No  certain  traces  could  be  discovered  of 
the  existence  of  our  First  Three  Gospels  in  their 
present  form,  till  towards  the  middle  of  the  second 
century.  Matthew  most  clearly  bore  the  stamp  of 
Jewish  nationality,  and  reported  the  teachings  of 
Jesus — though  not  unmixed  with  later  additions  and 
modifications — in  a  purer  form  than  either  of  the 
others.  Luke  was  deeply  marked  with  the  PauUne 
tendency  to  universalism  ;  while  Mark,  the  latest  of 
the  three,  was  reduced  to  a  mere  colourless  abstract 
through  the  impartial  process  of  balancing  each 
omission  from  Matthew  on  the  Judaising  side  by  the 
suppression  of  a  corresponding  Gentile  element  from 
Luke.  With  this  mechanical  style  of  criticism 
Strauss  was  curiously  content ;  the  new  literary 
investigations  which  were  to  revolutionise  the  posi- 
tion of  Mark  were  only  just  beginning.'  On  the 
Fourth  Gospel  he  followed  and  defended  Baur, 

The  discussion  of  the  records  was  followed  by  a 

>  See  Leo.  VI. 
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'  Historical  Outline  of  the  Life  of  Jesus.'  It  was  in 
this  section  of  the  work  that  Strauss  revealed  the 
difEerence  of  the  point  of  view  from  which  he  now  ap- 
proached his  problem.  The  historical  Jesus  had  not 
interested  him  before.  Compared  with  the  brilliant 
tints,  the  palpitating  sentimentality,  of  Renan,  the 
pages  of  Strauss  are  cold  and  dull.  Yet  he,  too, 
strives  to  penetrate  to  the  secret  of  Jesus,  and  finds 
it  in  the  teaching  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount.  If 
there  is  any  utterance  in  the  New  Testament  which 
certainly  came  from  his  lips,  it  was  this — '  That  ye 
may  be  the  children  of  your  Father  which  is  in 
heaven  ;  for  he  maketh  his  sun  to  rise  on  the  evil 
and  on  the  good,  and  sendeth  rain  on  the  just  and 
on  the  unjust.'  Thia  comprehensive  love  he  attri- 
buted to  God,  because  he  found  it  first  in  his  own 
heart";  through  this  he  felt  himself  one  with  his 
Father,  and  realised  an  inward  blessedness  which 
no  outward  want  could  ever  disturb.  Here  was  the 
key  to  his  relations  with  the  Law  and  the  institutions 
of  Israel  on  the  one  side,  and  with  the  larger  world 
beyond  upon  the  other.  And  here,  too,  was  the 
essence  of  his  Messianic  conception  of  himself  as 
'  Son  of  man.'  In  commenting  on  some  misunder- 
stood language  of  Baur  on  this  subject,  Strauss 
implicitly  replies  to  Renan.  Here  is  no  patronage^ 
no  assumption  of  superior  insight  into  psychologic 
truth ;  he  will  admit  no  hint  of  accommodation  to 
a  national  ideal  lower  than  his  own  highest :  '  with 
a  personality  of  such  immeasurable  historical  effect, 
.  .  .  there  can  be  no  question  of  playing  a  part ' ; 
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'  with  such  a  personality  every  inch  must  have  ba 
conviction." 

To  this  analysis  of  the  character  and  conception 
of  the  real  Jesus,  Strauss  added  a  survey  of  tb 
mythical  history,  But  he  did  not  confine  himself  i 
a  ruthless  dissection  of  the  narratives  from  the  Bir 
to  the  Ascension  ;  he  undertook  to  account  for  thd 
origins,  and  to  trace  the  successive  stages  of  thd 
forms : 

'  The  inspired  Sod  of  David  becomes  a  Son  of  God  begotb 
without  a  father  ;    the  Son  of  God  becomes  then  the  Creatiw 
Word  that  was  jnade  flesh;  the  miraculous  physician,  the  friei 
of  mankind,    becomes  one  who  raises    the  dead,    the    absolul 
monarch  over  nature  and  her  laws ;  the  wise  teacher  of  the  peopi 
the  prophet  w'lO  looks   into  the  hearts   of   men,    isecomes 
Omniscient,  God's  alter  ego  ;  he  who  in  his  resurrection  w 
God  carae  also  forth  from  God,  had  been  In  the  beginning  widj 
God,  and  his  earthly  existence  was  only  a  short  episode  by  whici 
he  interrupted  his  eternal  existence  with  God  for  the  benefit  0 
men.' ' 

With  this  aim  the  second  half  of  the  book  souj 
by   a  penetrating  criticism  to  reach  and    expoun 
the   inner  impulses    out    of    which  the    unhistoric 
elements  had  arisen.       It  was  an  elaborate  answa 
to  the  challenge  of  his  critics,  the  justice  of  whic 
he  admitted  :  '  If  any  one  denies  the  validity  of  i 
story  generally  believed,  we  have  a  right  to  demand 
from  him  not  only  the  grounds  of  his  opinion,  buJ 
also  an  explanation  of  the  process  by  which  the  i 
historical  narrative  arose.'     Another  generation  haj 
in  some  respects,  reached  fresh  points  of  view  ;  btj( 

■  En^.  TnmiL  1.  p.  31a.       >  Etigi.  Trmtti  i.  p.  11& 
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the  work  which  Strauss  attempted  in  1864  will  hardly 
need  to  be  done  again. 

One  more  effort  was  still  to  be  made,  though  not 
without  serious  modifications,  from  the  circle  of  the 
Tubingen  ideas.  In  1865  Dr.  Theodor  Keim  of 
Zurich  published  an  essay  on  the  historical  Christ ; 
and  two  years  later  issued  the  first  volume  of  his 
great  treatise  on  yesus  of  Nazara  (1867*72).  The 
Gospel  problem  was  discussed  afresh  with  much 
greater  fulness  and  freedom  than  by  Strauss.  In  the 
result  Mark  (as  with  Griesbach  and  Baur)  still 
occupied  the  third  place.  But  there  was  a  signifi- 
cant movement  away  from  the  Tubingen  dates. 
Matthew  was  written  substantially  before  the  de- 
struction of  Jerusalem  in  A.D.  70;  Mark,  on  the 
other  hand,  related  both  to  Luke  and  fohn,^  was 
placed  about  loo;  Luke  occupied  the  interval, 
somewhere  near  90 ;  while  the  Fourth  Gospel  was 
denied  (with  Baur)  to  the  apostle,  but  (against  Baur) 
was  placed  in  the  earlier  days  of  Gnosticism,  between 
the  years  1 10-115  ^-^^  ""e  main  part  of  the  work, 
which  reached  an  enormous  bulk  (the  English  trans- 
lation covers  2353  closely  printed  pages),  was  occu- 
pied with  a  positively  cyclopaedic  treatment  of  the 
Gospel  story.  The  contemporary  history  was  ran- 
sacked for  the  smallest  items  of  the  social,  political, 
and  religious  condition  of  Israel ;  and  a  complete 
panorama  was  constructed  of  the  scene  in  which 
Jesus  moved.  Each  successive  stage  in  the  great 
drama  was  described  in  view  of  all  that  had  been 
>  En^  Trmal.  i.  pp.  115,  148. 
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said  about  it  before.  The  elaborate  coUections  both 
of  opinion  and  fact  here  brought  together  constitute 
a  permanent  store  of  information.  But  in  a  narra- 
tive swollen  by  such  multitudinous  aggregates  the 
unity  of  the  theme  is  obscured,  and  the  central 
personality  is  often  shrouded  from  view.  The 
presence  of  mythic  elements  is  freely  conceded  in 
representations  such  as  those  of  the  Birth,  the 
Temptation,  the  Transfiguration,  or  the  Ascension : 
but  these  do  not  touch  the  real  significance  of  Jesus 
as  '  the  herald  of  a  new  religion  and  the  representa- 
tive and  expression  of  pious  humanity.'  In  spite  of 
frank  recognition  of  limitations,  both  intellectual 
and  moral  (*  he  was  choleric  by  nature  and  race,' 
vol.  vi.  p.  416),  Keim  can  still  declare  that  '  with 
reference  to  religion  Jesus  remains  to  us  the  highest 
we  know  and  are  able  to  conceive'  {ibid.  p.  426). 

V. 

The  condition  of  theology  in  England  had  not 
been  favourable  to  the  studies  with  which  the  Ger- 
man schools  had  so  long  been  occupied.  Modem 
historians  have  not  failed  to  describe  the  deadening 
influences  of  the  later  Evangelicalism,  out  of  which 
the  Anglican  Church  was  lifted  by  the  great  revival 
under  Keble,  Newman,  and  Pusey.  No  one  was 
found  to  follow  the  investigations  opened  by  Marsh, 
or  to  carry  further  the  studies  introduced  from  Berlin 
by  Thirlwall.  Coleridge's  gifts  did  not  lie  in  that 
direction.     The  Hares  might  translate  Niebuhr,  but 
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I  his  methods  must  not  be  transferred  from  Rome  to 
Palestine.  Cambridge  was  largely  under  the  spell 
of  Simeon's  influence,  while  Oxford  was  busy  with 
the  Fathers.  Both  of  the  great  Church  parties  had 
a  terror  of  '  neology  ' ;  the  friends  of  Newman  reeled 
under  the  shock  of  his  secession  ;  and  Jowett  was 
immediately  suspected  because  he  knew  German  and 
studied  Baur.^  Under  these  circumstances  it  is  not 
a  little  remarkable  that  an  English  merchant  should 
have  produced  quite  independently  a  work  which 
reached  conclusions  resembling  those  of  Tiibingen, 
so  that  their  similarity  excited  both  sympathy  and 
surprise. 

Charles  Christian  Hennell  had  been  brought  up 
in  the  older  Unitarianism  of  Priestley  and  Belsham.* 
This  school  of  Scriptural  rationalism  laid  great  stress 
on  the  miracles  in  proof  of  the  Messianic  character 
of  Jesus,^  which  was  in  its  turn  regarded  as  essential 
to  guarantee  the  truth  of  Revelation.  The  marriage 
of  Hennell's  sister  Caroline  to  Mr.  Charles  Bray,  a 
ribbon  manufacturer  near  Coventry,  brought  him  into 
a  new  intellectual  atmosphere,  in  which  Mr.  Bray's 
robuster  rationalism  so  far  affected  his  brother-in- 
law  that  he  undertook  a  special  study  of  the  Gospel 
narratives.  His  conclusions  were  published  in  1838, 
under  the  title  of  an  Inquiry  concerning  the  Origin 


He  wBi  a  nephew  of  the  Rev.  Edward  Hieginson  ol  Derby, 

Hennetl,  howcrer,  justilied    bia  repudiation    of   the  miraclea    by    his 
example  in  i^ccting  tbe  tlorica  of  the  Virsio-birtb.    Se«  Lect  Vtll. 
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pf  Christianity.  He  possessed  none  of  the  learning 
of  the  schools  ;  but  his  method  and  results  were 
sufficiently  noteworthy  to  secure  the  book  a  prompt 
translation  into  German.'  Writing  in  1839,  Strauss 
who  had  seen  a  copy  of  the  book  in  the  hands  of 
an  English  friend,  commended  it  to  his  countrymen 
in  these  words  : 

■  These  excellent  views  which  the  learned  German  of  our  time 
appropriates  to  himself  as  the  fruit  of  the  religious  development 
of  his  nation,  this  Englishman  to  whom  the  greater  part  of  our 
means  was  wanting,  has  been  able  to  evolve  bf  his  own  efforts.' 

Hennell  had  begun  his  investigations,  and  carried 
them  a  considerable  way,  with  the  expectation  that 
at  least  the  principal  miraculous  facts  supposed  to 
He  at  the  foundation  of  Christianity  would  be  found 
to  be  impregnable.  He  soon  realised  the  necessity 
of  an  adequate  examination  of  the  records,  the 
object  of  which  was  thus  defined  (Preface)  : 

'The  analysis  of  the  four  Gospels,  proceeding  on  the  admis- 
siOD  that  they  may  contain  a  mixture  of  truth  and  error,  is  a  very 
complicated  but  not  impracticable  task.  It  is  necessary  to  form 
an  opinion  as  lo  the  date  of  each  writing,  the  general  character  of 
each  author,  and  his  peculiarities  as  a  writer ;  to  institute  con- 
tinual comparisons  between  the  events  or  discourses  which  he 
relates  and  the  opinions  and  controversies  which  arose  subse- 
quently lo  his  own  time;  to  weigh  the  probability  in  favour  of  the 
real  occurrence  of  a  fact,  considered  in  reference  10  the  ascertained 
history  of  the  time,  with  that  in  favour  of  its  invention  by  the 
author  or  some  intermediate  narrator  ;  to  consider  what  greater 
degree  of  weight  is  due  to  the  testimony  from  the  accordance  of 
all,  or  of  several  of  the  writers ;   and  to  ascertain  whether  they 

'  It  waa  also  published  afterwards  Id  Italian,  and  duly  placed  on  the 
lodes  EipuTEBtonua. 
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wrote  independently  or  copied  irotn  each  other.  By  this  laborious 
method  of  sirtlng  and  examioing,  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  obtain  a  tolerably  correct  history  from  a  collection 
of  records  acknowledged  to  be  of  a  very  mixed  character.' 

It  is  apparent  at  once  how  much  more  justly 
the  author  conceived  his  problem  than  the  Deists  of 
a  century  before.  The  outcome  was  remarkable. 
The  Fourth  Gospel  was  marked  oR  clearly  from  the 
other  Three,  and  though  its  apostolic  character  was 
admitted  on  the  ground  of  testimony,  its  ideal  pre- 
sentation of  Jesus  was  fully  recognised  on  the  ground 
of  history.  With  respect  to  the  Synoptics,  they,  too^ 
had  received  many  stories  into  their  narratives  which 
could  not  be  accepted  as  fact.  But  enough  remained 
after  a  careful  analysis  of  miracle  and  prophecy  to 
reveal  Jesus  in  the  character  of  enthusiast,  revolu- 
tionist, reformer,  and  moral  and  religious  teacher, 
whose  doctrine  was  firmly  planted  on  four  great  prin- 
ciples :  (1)  the  spirit  of  devotion,  by  which  the  will 
of  God  is  made  the  basis  of  all  duty  ;  (2)  the  doctrine 
of  a  future  state  before  which  the  primitive  preach- 
ing of  the  kingdom  in  the  cruder  sense  of  the 
restoration  and  enlargement  of  the  throne  of  Israel 
fell  away ;  {3)  the  enforcement  of  the  virtues  of 
humility  and  resignation ;  (4)  unlimited  benevolence 
enjoining  love  to  all  mankind.  Moreover,  the  suf- 
ferings of  Jesus  justly  enlisted  sympathy  on  his 
behalf ;  he  was  more  powerful  on  the  cross  than  he 
would  have  been  upon  the  throne.  The  Empire  of 
Christianity,  considered  simply  as  the  influence  of 
the  life,  character,  and  doctrine  of  Christ  over  the 
human  mind,  will  never  cease. 
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'To  awaken  men  to  the  perception  of  moral  beauty  is  the 
first  step  towards  enabling  them  to  attain  it.'  But  the  contem- 
plation of  abstract  qualities  is  difficult ;  some  real  or  fictitious 
form  is  involuntarily  sought  as  a  substratum  for  the  excellence 
which  the  moralist  holds  to  view.  Whilst  no  human  character  in 
the  world  can  be  brought  to  mind,  which,  in  proportion  as  it 
could  be  closely  examined,  did  not  present  some  defects  dis- 
qualifying it  for  being  the  emblem  of  moral  perfection,  we  can 
rest  with  least  check,  or  sense  of  incongruity,  on  the  imperfectly 
known  character  of  Jesus  of  Nazareth.  If  a  representative  be 
sought  of  human  virtue,  enough  is  still  seen  of  his  benevolent 
doctrine,  attractive  character,  and  elevated  designs,  to  direct  our 
eyes  to  the  Prophet  and  Martyr  of  Galilee.'  * 

Amid  the  strife  of  ecclesiastical  parties  the  calm 
enquiries  of  Hennell  were  but  little  heeded  ;  and  the 
voice  of  Strauss,  when  he  was  enabled  to  speak  in 
English  through  Miss  Evans,  only  served  to  warn 
instead  of  to  attract.  The  truth  was  that  English 
thought  was  not  yet  ripe  for  a  Christianity  without 
miracle,  for  it  had  then  no  philosophy,  whether  of 
religious  belief  or  religious  experience,  on  which  to 
rest.  The  Discourse  of  Matters  pertaining  to 
Religion  (1843)  by  the  brave  New  England 
prophet,    Theodore    Parker,    found    few    readers    in 

I  This  position  is  id  fact  anaJogous  to  chat  of  Ecte  Homo  described  beltnr. 

*  Inquiry,  and  ed.  p.  451  A  full  account  of  this  book  contributed  by 
George  Eliot  to  the  Analytical  Catalogue  of  Mr.  Chapman's  publicatioDH, 
issued  in  1852,  will  be  found  in  her  Lift,  vol.  i,  pp.  94-IoZ ;  she  was  led  to 
study  it  through  her  ialimacy  with  Mrs.  Bray,  Mr.  Hennell's  sister,  and  it 
exercised  a  marked  influeoce  upon  her.  In  1843  Miss  Evaos  joined  the  Brays, 
Mr.  Hennell,  and  his  unmarried  sister  Sara,  on  a  little  tour  into  South  Wales. 
Miss  Brabant  (daughter  of  Dr.  Brabant,  of  Devizes)  was  also  of  Ihe  party. 
She  had  been  entrusted  by  Mr.  Joseph  Parkes,  of  Birmingham,  and  a  group 
of  friends,  with  the  translation  of  Straiiss's  Liben  Jtsu.  Miss  Brabant  became 
engaged  to  Mr.  Hennell,  and  shortly  after  her  marriage  she  banded  Ibe  work 
over  to  Miss  Evans  [Gtorgt  Eliofs  Uf:  vol.  i.  p.  1 18). 
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this  country,  for  it  was  conceived  in  an  atmo- 
sphere of  transcendentalism  which  the  ordinary 
British  mind  could  with  difficulty  breathe ;  and  a 
whole  generation  was  needed  to  acclimatise  it  in 
our  midst.  Francis  William  Newman  told  with  un- 
flinching courage  the  story  of  h\s  Phases  of  Fait k, 
and  delineated  in  The  Saul,  its  Sorrows  and  Aspira- 
tions, the  realities  of  the  purest  religious  life.  But 
these  poignant  cries  of  a  solitary  spirit  won  little 
sympathy  ;  the  voice  crying  in  the  wilderness  evoked 
hardly  a  disciple.  High  Churchmen  were  engaged 
with  their  own  internal  afTairs, — the  growth  of  ritual- 
ism, the  Gorham  controversy  ;  even  politicians  yielded 
to  the  '  No  Popery '  cry ;  and  Evangelical  theology 
was  chiefly  concerned  to  defend  the  doctrine  of  the 
Atonement,  the  coarser  forms  of  which  were  assailed 
with  penetrating  criticisms  from  the  moral  side. 
Meanwhile  the  entrenchments  of  science  were  ad- 
vancing slowly  against  the  citadel  of  Biblical  infalli- 
bility. The  outbreaks  of  anger  against  the  Origin 
of  Species  on  the  one  hand,  and  Essays  and  /Reviews 
on  the  other,  were  symptoms  of  the  disquiet  within. 
The  analysis  of  the  Pentateuch,  inaugurated  by  Dr. 
Colenso,  began  to  suggest  danger  to  the  Gospels ; 
when  attention  was  suddenly  arrested  by  a  volume  in 
which  the  writer  sought  to  determine  afresh  for  him- 
self the  real  nature  and  object  of  Jesus.  Its  vigour 
of  conception,  its  depth  of  feeling,  its  keen  ethical 
analysis,  its  refreshing  independence  of  ecclesiastical 
associations,  its  mastery  of  language  and  charm  of 
style,  awakened  immediate  interest,  and  lifted  it  at 
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once  into  the  front  rank  of  English  treatises  on  the 
origin  of  Christianity.  This  book  was  Ecce  Homo  : 
a  Survey  of  the  Life  and  Work  of  ^esus  Christ 
(i866).> 

The  author's  method,  and  his  results,  were  alike 
unexpected.  It  was  apparent  at  once  that  he  wrote 
with  the  hand  of  a  master;  yet  here  was  no  technical 
apparatus  of  New  Testament  scholarship.  He  made 
no  attempt  to  ascertain  the  sources  or  the  character- 
istics of  the  Gospels.  He  assumed  the  miracles,  as 
though  they  required  no  apology.  He  offered  no 
delineation  of  the  conditions  of  thought  or  life  in 
which  Jesus  had  grown  up.  Here  was  no  Jewish 
lore,  no  estimate  of  Christ's  relation  to  the  in- 
stitutions and  parties  of  his  age ;  above  all,  no 
treatment  of  the  problem  of  eschatology,  nor  any 
examination  of  differences  between  the  first  Three 
Gospels  and  the  Fourth.'  The  indispensable  pre- 
paration for  the  study  of  the  acts  and  words  of  Jesus 
as  we  now  conceive  it,  was  entirely  absent.  To  the 
speculative,  the  literary,  the  historical  questions, 
which  Strauss  and  Baur  in  Germany,  and  Renan 
in  France,  had  forced  to  the  front,  there  was  not  an 
allusion.  This  made  the  appeal  to  the  English 
reader  all  the  simpler.  He  was  not  expected  to 
know  anything  more  than  his  Gospels.    If  he  was  also 

'  Published  at  Grat  aDonymously,  it  was  afterwards  acknowledged  ui  the 
wotI  of  Prof.  J.  R.  Seelcy,  then  professor  of  Latin  in  University  College, 
London. 

*  The  preface  to  the  fifth  edition  conlaincd  a  short  reply  to  his  critics  on 
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acquainted  with  Sophocles,  Plato,  and  Shakespeare, 
as  delineators  of  human  nature,  so  much  the  better. 
The  point  of  view  from  which  the  enquiry  proceeded 
was  thus  defined  (Preface) : 

'  Those  who  feel  dissatisfied  with  the  current  coticeptions  of 
Christ,  if  they  cannot  rest  content  without  a  definite  opinion,  may 
find  it  necessary  to  do  what  to  piersons  not  so  dissatisfied  it  seems 
audacious  and  perilous  to  do.  They  may  be  obliged  to  reconsider 
the  whole  subject  from  the  beginning,  and  placing  themselves  in 
imagination  at  the  time  when  he  whom  we  call  Christ  bore  no 
such  name,  but  was  simply,  as  St.  Luke  describes  him,  a  young 
man  of  promise,  popular  with  those  who  knew  him,  and  appearing 
to  enjoy  the  Divine  favour,  to  trace  his  biography  from  point  to 
point,  and  accept  those  conclusions  about  him,  not  which  church 
doctors  or  even  apostles  have  sealed  with  their  authority,  but 
which  the  facts  themselves,  critically  weighed,  appear  to  warrant.' 

The  issue  of  such  an  attempt  is  here  exhibited. 
I  The  writer  presents  Jesus  as  endeavouring  to  found 
in  the  character  of  Messiah  a  new  Society — it  is  not 
identified  with  the  Church — for  the  improvement  of 
human  morality,  to  which  he  gave  the  name  of  the 
'  kingdom  of  God.'  If  it  was  asked  how  such  a 
society  differed  from  other  societies  having  similar 
ends,  like  those  which  had  gathered  round  Socrates, 
or  his  successors  in  the  Academy,  the  Porch,  and 
the  Garden,  the  answer  was  not  hard  to  find. 
Christianity  was  not  a  Philosophy ;  nor  were  its 
adherents  formed  into  a  community  regulated  by  a 
law,  Hke  the  jews.  Philosophy  undertakes  to  explain 
what  it  is  right  to  do ;  Christianity  aims  at  making 
men  disposed  to  do  it  ;  and  the  power  which  it  em- 
ployed for  the  creation  of  the  needful   dispositions 
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was  the  force  of  example  embodied  in  Jesus  himself. 
There  are,  therefore,  two  elements  in  the  teaching  of 
Christ ;  there  is  the  content  of  his  moral  legislation 
enjoined  on  the  members  of  the  Society ;  and  there 
is  the  impelling  force  generated  by  the  contempla- 
tion of  his  character.  To  the  exposition  of  this 
legislation,  in  the  form  of  the  laws  of  philanthropy, 
edification,  mercy,  resentment,  forgiveness,  the 
greater  part  of  the  book  was  devoted.  The  energy 
in  which  the  believer  would  find  the  moral  power  for 
working  out  such  laws  in  his  personal  conduct,  was 
an  energy  of  affection.  The  author  called  it  the 
'  enthusiasm  of  humanity,'  a  passion  of  love  for  the 
race,  or  for  the  ideal  of  man,  in  each  individual. 
Where  this  was  kindled  with  sufficient  wannth,  it 
revealed  at  once  what  the  Christian  ought  to  do  or 
feel,  and  gave  him  the  strength  needful  for  its 
achievement.  The  means  for  generating  this 
passion  lay  in  the  contemplation  of  excellence 
lofty  enough  to  make  the  meanest  of  mankind 
sacred  with  reflected  glory.  In  moving  language 
the  writer  delineated  the  manner  in  which  Jesus 
himself  supplied  this  type.  The  most  hopeful  and 
redeeming  fact  in  history  was  the  love  which  the 
Son  of  Man  had  borne  to  the  lowest  among  men. 

The  significance  of  Christianity  was  thus  trans- 
ferred from  the  sphere  of  doctrine  to  that  of  affection. 
It  appealed  to  humanity,  but  the  nature  thus  sum- 
moned into  the  field  was  not  fallen,  ruined,  abject  j 
it  was  capable  of  immediate  response  of  nobleness. 
To  the  fervent  Evangelical  a  Christianity  without  an 
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atoning  death  was  full  of  peril ;  and  on  the  12th  of 
May,  1866,  the  veteran  philanthropist,  Lord  Shaftes- 
bury, made  this  entry  in  his  diary  :' 

'  Speaking  at  a  meeting  of  the  Church  Pastoral  Aid  Society,  I 
denounced  Ecc<  Homo  as  a  "  most  pestilential  book."  This 
expression  I  well  recollect  The  report  adds  "  ever  vomited  from 
the  jaws  of  hell."  No  doubt,  then,  I  used  the  words.  They  have 
excited  a  good  deal  of  wrath.  Be  it  so.  They  were  perhaps  too 
strong  for  the  world,  but  not  too  strong  for  [he  truth.  It  escaped 
in  the  heat  of  declamation,  justiliable  and  yet  injudicious.' 

Very  different  was  the  estimate  of  another  states- 
man who  criticised  the  book  from  an  opposite  theo- 
logical school.  Writing  in  Good  IVords,  February 
1868,  Mr.  Gladstone  thus  described  the  author's 
method : 

'  He  thrusts  aside  with  a  hand  certainly  nnt  too  reverent, 
perhaps  even  somewhat  brisk  and  rough,  all  intermediate  testi- 
mony of  any  kind.  He  invites  his  reader  to  consider  for  the 
moment  all  Christian  tradition,  all  Christian  institutions,  all  the 
long  and  diversified  experience  of  faith  in  the  world,  as  non- 
existent ;  to  ascend  with  him  the  stream  of  time  for  more  Chan 
eighteen  hundred  years  ;  and  to  go  direct  into  the  presence  of 
Christ,  not  such  as  he  now  presents  himself,  bearing  in  his  hand 
the  long  roll  of  his  conquests,  but  such  as  beside  the  Sea  of 
Galilee,  or  in  the  synagogue  of  Capernaum,  or  the  temple  of 
Jerusalem,  he  then  offered  himself,  to  the  ordinary  Jew,  with  no 
other  arms  but  those  of  his  commission  and  his  character,  and  the 

character  of  his  acts  and  words And  what  is  the  result  ? 

I  appeal  for  answer  to  the  book.  I  appeal  to  a  vitality,  an 
earnestness,  an  eloquence,  a  power,  all  of  them  derived  from  the 
deep  and  overflowing  life  of  the  wor.drous  figure  which  it  con- 
templates and  sets  forth.' 

So  men  who  were  weary  of  theological  dogma, 

>  Lift,  vol  iii.  p.  164. 

us 
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and  impatient  of  ecclesiastical  strife,  coming  to  this 
book,  won  refreshment  and  peace.  The  doubter  did 
not  find  himself  repelled  or  condemned  ;  the  believer 
discerned  new  grounds  for  faith.  They  passed  into 
an  ampler  air,  a  larger  feUowship;  for  the  author, 
turning  away  from  definitions  which  divide,  appealed 
to  the  affections  which  unite  ;  he  simply  condensed 
Christianity  into  the  life  and  spirit  of  Christ. 


LECTURE  VI. 

THE    FIRST  THREE   GOSPELS 
Part  I. :    The  Literary  Investigation. 

The  modem  study  of  Christianity  owes  much  to 
different  kinds  of  intellectual  stimulus.  Many  are 
the  elements  which  enter  now  into  a  historic  view, 
and  the  factors  which  unite  to  guide  our  judgments 
are  too  various  to  be  traced  back  to  any  single  mind. 
But  it  is  probably  true  to  say  that  on  the  critical 
side  no  two  writers  of  the  last  century  exerted  so 
great  an  influence  as  Strauss  and  Baur.  Whether 
by  what  was  true  in  the  positions  which  they  were 
led  to  adopt,  or  by  what  was  one-sided,  exaggerated, 
and  erroneous,  they  compelled  attention,  they  stimu- 
lated thought,  they  inspired  an  enthusiasm  for 
enquiry,  they  restated  old  problems  in  new  forms, 
and  gave  a  fresh  direction  to  research.  Writing  in 
1875,  the  late  Principal  Tulloch  stated  the  general 
issue  of  the  Tubingen  criticism  in  the  following 
terms  ^ : 

*  No  student  since  Baur  can  fail  to  recognise  the  distinctive 

I  EncycL  Brit,,  art  *  Ferdinand  Christian  Baur.' 
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influences  of  Jewish  and  Gentile  Christianily,  and  the  extent  tl 
which  this  distinction,  and  in  some  cases  antagonism,  s 
pressed  upon  the  New  Testament  writings.     To  him  also  a 
school  must  be  atlriliuted  the  modem  idea  that  the  surest  fo 
of  Christianity  is  in  the  four  great  Pauline  epistles.     These,  n 
than  any  other  New  Testament  writings,  lie  in  the  clear  dawn  i 
the  sun-rise  which  enlightened  the  world.    The  Gospels  remain,  d 
indeed  in  a  mist  of  unauthentic  story,  but  in  comparative  shadt 
They  come  only  gradually  into  the  light  after  a  long  din 
growth  in  the  rich  soil  of  Primitive  Christianity.     There  is  i 
to  be  said  against  fiaur's  views  of  their  later  origin  in  the 
century.     The  more  this  century  is  studied,  the  less  does  i 
captable  of  originating  such  marvellously  fresh  products  of  spiritn 
intelligence.      But  it  is  not  the  less  certain   that  the  Sytiopt 
Gospels  took  their  present  form  only  by  d^rees,  and  that  n 
they  have  their  not  in  the  Aposiolic  age  and  the  Apostolic  a 
they  are  also  fashioned  by  later  influences,  and  adapted  to  S| 
wants  in  the  Early  Church.     They  are  the  deposits,  i 
Christian  tradition,  handed  down  first  of  all,  and  probably  I 
considerable  period,  in  an  oral  form,  hefore  being  committed  t 
writing  in  such  a  form  as  we  now  have  them.    This,  which  is 
an  accepted  conclusion  with  every  historical  school  of  theologia. 
in  England,  no  less  than  in  Germany,  conservative  no  less  t 
radical,  is  largely  the  result  of  the  Tubingen  investigations.' 
It  has  been  already  indicated  that  even  in  B; 
own  life-time  there  was  a  movement  away  from  1 
ideas  of  the  relation  of  the  Synoptic  Gospels, 
criticism    of    Baur  was    essentially  historical, 
tests  which  he  applied  to  his  documents  were  baset 
less  upon  literary  structure  than  on    their  place  i 
a  large    scheme    of    the    evolution    of    Christianiq 
during  the  first  century  and   a  half  after  Jesus  hai 
passed  away.     He  compared  them  with  each  o 
and    attempted    to  determine    the    causes    of 
diiTerences,  and   the   influences  which  had   shapi 
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them  into  their  present  form.  But  his  instruments  of 
enquiry  were  less  delicate  than  those  now  available ; 
and  half  a  century  of  labour  since  his  famous  essays 
on  the  Canonical  Gospels  appeared,  has  largely 
altered  our  point  of  view.  To  sketch  that  change, 
so  far  as  the  First  Three  Gospels  are  concerned,  is  the 
object  of  the  present  lecture.  Much  must  be  inevit- 
ably omitted  ;  but  I  shall  endeavour  to  place  before 
you  the  two-fold  nature  of  the  problem:  (1}  What 
are  the  literary  relations  of  the  Gospels,  how  far  can 
we  present  to  ourselves  any  definite  ideas  of  their 
sources  and  the  manner  of  their  compilation  ;  and 
(2)  What  are  their  values  compared  with  each  other, 
and  how  far  is  it  possible  through  their  mutual 
divergences  to  reach  the  ultimate  facts  ?  Many 
minds  have  been  at  work  on  these  questions  during 
the  last  fifty  years.  It  is  reasonable  to  believe  that 
their  toil  has  not  been  fruitless.  The  questions 
which  the  student  desires  to  solve  are  at  least  con- 
ceived more  accurately ;  and  he  has  a  wider  range 
of  materials  available  for  his  investigation. 


1. 


The  Tubingen  criticism  made  its  way  into  this 
country  with  great  difficulty.  The  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge theologians  who  had  been  busy  with  St  Paul, 
left  the  Gospels  alone.  Stanley,  from  his  Professor's 
chair,  discoursed  serenely  of  the  Jewish  Church  or  of 
the  Greek  ;  but  did  not  venture  into  the  thorny  paths 
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of  the  origin   of   Christianity.'      Kenan's  '  Galilei 
romance '  was  of  course  used  to  point  the  moral  1 
the  dangerous  investigations  of  Dr.  Colenso* 
author  of  Ecce  Homo  avoided  all  critical  enquirie! 
but  showed  considerable  reserve  about  the  Gospel  fl 
St.  John.     While  the  Anglican  Church  was  busy  fl 
its  own  ecclesiastical  difficulties,  two  Nonconformisl 
scholars  were  meditating  the  new  methods,  and  firs 
ventured  to  publish  the  results  of  study  along  I 
Tubingen    lines.     Of   the  Attempt  to  ascertain  tfk 
Character  of  the  Fourth  Gospel,  by  the  Rev.  Job 
James  Tayler  (1867),  some  account  must  be  given  1 
the  next  Lecture.      In  the  following  year,  Dr.  Samud 
Davidson,  who  had  pre^usly  maintained  the  tradT 
tional  view  of  all  the  Canonical  books,  produced  ; 
wholly  fresh  Introduction  to  the  Study  of  the  . 
Testament.     The  Tubingen  thesis    that  Mark  ha^ 
employed  Matthew  and  Luke  was  here  presented  tq 
the  English  reader.     Baur's  date  for  Matt.  24  wai 
rejected  on  the  ground  that  '  this  generation '  in  * 
could  not  be  stretched  to  mean  a  century  ;  but  passi 
ages  like  16'*,  iS^',  and  24",  prevented  the  critic  froij 
putting  the  first  canonical  gospel  before  100  A.D.^ 
Luke  followed  about  115.  a.nd  Mark  was  consequentl 
carried  down  to  120.     The  Synoptic  Gospels  ■ 


*  ReadetB  may  still  like  to  be  directed  to  the  fine  criticisn: 
MartiDeau,  in  the  Naliimal  Rnirw.  1863,  reprintol  in  £jsa 
Addrissa,  vol.  iii.  pp.  182-335. 

'  In  the  Jnd  ed.,  1882,  this  was  more  deGnitely  Sued  j 
at  no. 
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thus  safely  lodged  in  the  second  century.  There  the 
a\ii\\OT  oi  Supernatural  Religion  left  them  in  1874. 
The  rapid  awakening  of  English  interest  in  the  Gospel 
problems  since  the  appearance  of  Ecce  Homo  eight 
years  before,  may  be  partly  measured  by  the  effect 
of  this  famous  book.  Its  object  was  to  enquire  into 
the  character  of  Christianity  considered  as  a  super- 
natural revelation  of  truths  otherwise  beyond  discov- 
ery by  the  human  mind.  Such  a  revelation  must 
rest  upon  miracle  ;  and  two  questions  then  immedi- 
ately arose  :  ( i }  W  hat  place  is  there  for  miracles  in 
the  order  of  nature?  and  (2)  Is  the  testimony  of  the 
Christian  records  adequate  to  establish  a  miraculous 
origin  for  Christianity  ?  The  answer  to  the  second 
of  these  enquiries  alone  concerns  us  here.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  Four  Gospels  are  not  mentioned  by 
name  till  the  latter  part  of  the  second  century.  What 
evidence  can  be  found  of  their  existence  at  an  earlier 
date  ?  The  author  of  Supernatural  Religion  passed 
the  whole  of  the  available  literature  under  review  up 
to  that  period,  discussing  allusions  and  parallels  and 
quotations  from  the  apostolic  memoirs,  with  the  object 
of  discovering  their  sources.  Every  student  is  aware 
of  the  frequent  looseness  of  citation,  the  inexactness 
of  reproduction  from  remembrance,  the  confusion  of 
language  and  the  amalgamation  of  phrases  from 
different  books,  which  mark  the  writings  of  the  post- 
Apostolic  age.  As  will  be  seen  hereafter,  scholars  of 
the  highest  eminence  can  still  take  different  views  of 
the  same  facts.  Unhappily  the  author  of  Super- 
natural Religion  could  not  be  acquitted  of  partizan* 
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ship  in  his  attacks  on  Dr.  Westcott,  or  of  occasional 
lapses  of  scholarship  which  created  a  general 
suspicion  of  his  work.^  Broadly  speaking,  its  issue 
was  summed  up  in  the  statement  that  no  single  dis- 
tinct trace  of  any  of  the  Synoptic  Gospels  with  the 
exception  of  the  Third,  could  be  discovered  during 
the  first  century  and  a  half  after  the  death  of  Jesus  :* 
Luke  had  been  used  by  Marcion,  and  must  have  been 
in  existence  before  140  A.  D.  On  what  materials  Luke 
was  based,  and  whether  it  pre-supposed  either  of  the 
other  Gospels,  the  author  did  not  enquire.  No  at- 
tempt was  made  to  envisage  the  whole  question  in 
the  light  of  the  general  Christian  tradition.  The 
conclusion  was  inevitable  ;  the  late  dates  of  the  re- 
cords and  the  uncertain  character  of  their  authorship 
rendered  them  incapable  of  supporting  the  immense 
superstructure  of  a  miraculous  and  supernatural  re- 
velation. 

So  vigorous  a  challenge  however,  could  not  re- 
main unanswered.  It  was,  in  fact,  continued,  though 
in  a  characteristically  different  fashion,  by  Matthew 
Arnold,  who  popularised  some  of  the  ideas  of 
Tubingen  in  the  very  act  of  pouring  light  mockery 
over  the  'vigour  and  rigour'  of  their  original  ex- 
ponents.*    But  in  the  meantime  Anglican  learning 

^  In  successive  editions  many  improvements  were  made  and  blemishes 
removed. 

*  Part  II.»  chap,  x.,  *  Results* ;  popular  ed.,  1902,  p.  433.  In  this  edition 
fresh  material  arising  out  of  recent  discoveries  has  been  incorporated.  The 
authorship  has  now  been  acknowledged  by  Mr.  Walter  R.  Cassells. 

'  This  aim  already  lies  at  the  back  of  Liitrmturt  and  Dcgnm,  1873 1  '^^ 
came  dearly  to  view  in  God  ami  ike  Bibie,  1875. 
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was  preparing  to  step  into  the  field.  The  Rev.  W. 
Sanday,  then  at  Durham,  who  had  already  produced 
an  Essay  on  the  Gospel  of  John/  undertook  an 
elaborate  examination  into  the  nature  of  the  '  Mem- 
oirs of  the  Apostles  '  so  constantly  cited  by  Justin 
the  Martyr  in  the  middle  of  the  second  century. 
Dr.  I-ightfoot  poured  out  his  vast  learning  in  reply 
to  the  criticisms  of  Supernatural  Religion  on  Dr. 
Westcott  in  the  pages  of  the  Contemporary  Review, 
hoping  to  cover  the  whole  ground  of  the  testimony 
of  the  Church  to  the  New  Testament  Scriptures 
during  the  first  two  centuries.  The  design  was 
never  completed,  but  the  Essays  on  Supernatural 
Religion  published  in  their  collected  form  in  1889, 
and  the  Biblical  Essays  (issued  in  1893),  gave  a 
powerful  impulse  to  English  study  of  early  Christian 
literature,  and  served  as  a  basis  for  future  investiga- 
tion. But  they  did  not  touch  the  essential  problem. 
The  Gospels  themselves,  what,  after  all,  were  they  ? 


II. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  in  the  early  days  of 
the  shock  first  caused  by  Strauss  in  1835,  attention 
had  been  directed  to  the  inadequacy  of  his  literary 
treatment  of  the  Gospels,  and,  three  years  later,  two 
scholars,  Weisse  and  Wilke,  had  simultaneously 
pleaded  the  cause  of  Mark  as  the  earliest  of  the 
Gospels.  Ewald  had  advocated  the  same  view;  and 
it  had  even  planted  itself  among  the  young- scholars 

>  Tin  Atillwrahip  ohJ  Hiilorital  Chartttr  of  tht  FoHrlh  Goaptl,  187a, 
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captivated  by  Tubingen.'     It  did  not  succeed,  ho« 
ever,    in    establishing    itself    firmly    in    the    critic^ 
schools  till  the  years  1863-4,  when  a  securer  basi 
was    found    for    it    by    the    labours    of     Heinrid 
Holtzmann,    of    Strasburg,    and     Carl    Weizsackei 
of    Tubingen.     Independently    of    their   work, 
Daniel  Schenkel,  of  Heidelberg,  addressed  himsd 
to  the  task  of  allaying  the  excitement  in  Germanv 
caused    by    Renan's    Vie   de    Jisus,    by    a    '  tnilj 
human,  really  historical  representation.'     The  boon 
was  written  with  enthusiasm.     The  French  volum^ 
had  been  published  in  June,    1863;    by  the   fourt 
week  in  Advent  the  same  year  Schenkel  was  1 
with  his  Characterhild  Jesu?     With  the  oppositio 
which  it  evoked  among  German  theologians,  we  ; 
not  concerned.     Schenkel  said  himself  that  it  waj 
the  first  time  that  the  subject  was  approached  ' 
the  point  of  view  of  the  second  Gospel.     In  k 
which  he  traced  back  to  a  pre-canonical  original 
about  60  A.D.,  was  the  earliest  portraiture  of  Je; 
and    the    clearest    witness    to    the    growth    of 
Messianic  consciousness.     This  fact  alone  sutfi 
to  show  the  unhistorical  character  of  the  represent 
ation  of  the  fourth  Gospel,  where  Peter  addressi 
him    at    their  very    first    meeting   as    Messiah 
Nathanael     proclaimed     him     King    of    the     jew 
Schenkel,  however,  was  well  aware  that  the  Joh. 
nine  teaching  is   much    more  in  harmony  with  thi 
forms  of  contemporary  German  religion,  and  he  1 

'  Albert  RiWchl  cootended  for  it  \a  1851. 
'  PaUisbed  \a  Eaftlish  under  the  title  A  Sitlch  o/At  Ckaracttr  o/Jttu*,  tU 


THE    LITERARY    INVESTIGATION 


301 


not  hesitate  to  accept  the  translation  of  the  Synoptic 
ideas  by  the  later  Evangelist  as  a  better  repre- 
sentation of  the  essential  thought  of  Jesus.'  His 
'  Sketch,'  therefore,  was  not  really  faithful  to  the 
point  of  view  from  which  it  professed  to  start ;  the 
figure  which  emerged  bore  too  much  resemblance  to 
a  modern  religious  idealist. 

In  the  meantime,  Holtzmann's  treatise*  was 
opening  new  paths.  Discarding  the  Tubingen 
method  of  fixing  the  place  of  a  document  by  its 
supposed  affinities  with  the  Jewish  or  the  Gentile 
party,  he  addressed  himself  to  a  careful  investigation 
of  the  language  of  the  Synoptics,  the  order  of  their 
narratives,  and  the  inferences  which  the  literary  facts 
suggested.  The  result  was  that  a  narrative  resem- 
bling our  Mark  had  been  employed  by  Matthew  and 
Luke,  but  in  a  fuller  form  than  our  present  Canonical 
Gospel ;  while  a  second  source  for  Matthew  and 
Luke  was  found  in  the  collection  of  the  '  Logia ' 
ascribed  by  Papias  to  the  Apostle  Matthew,  the 
Lucan  form  of  certain  sayings  being  the  more  prob- 
able. The  conclusion  of  VVeizsacker's  investigations 
pointed  in  the  same  direction.'  By  a  comparative 
analysis  of  the  First  Three  Gospels  he  sought  to 
determine  the  nature  of  the  materials  that  lay  behind 
them.  These  were  carried  back  to  two  sources : 
(i)  a  primitive  written  document,  resting  on  earlier 


•  Dii  SynoptiscluH  Evangilitti,  1 863. 

'  UnUttuchnngnt  Ubtr  dU  Evangtliicht  Gmhichlt,  1S64  ;  Sod  ed.,  I901. 
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groups  of  traditional  material ,  whose  author  was 
neither  an  apostle,  nor  (like  PapJas's  Mark)  a  simple 
recorder  of  apostolic  reminiscences, — now  embodied 
in  our  Mark;  and  (2)  the  Logia-collection  further 
employed  by  Matthew  and  Luke,  Matthen'  on  the 
whole  deserving  the  preference.  The  fourth  Gospel 
was  ascribed  in  substance  to  the  Apostle,  in  actual 
record  to  a  disciple's  hand. 

The  Two-Document  hypothesis  was  now  fairly 
started.  The  priority  of  Mark  won  clearer  and 
clearer  recognition.  In  Holland  it  secured  the  sup- 
port of  Dr.  Scholten,  of  Leiden  (1868);  at  Berlin, 
Dr.  Bernard  Weiss  began  the  yet  unfinished  series  of 
his  gospel  studies  with  an  essay  on  Mark  as  the 
earliest  of  the  Canonical  Three  (1872) ;  the  veteran 
Edouard  Reuss  had  long  given  it  this  position  in  his 
teaching  at  Strasburg,  and  made  it  the  foundation 
of  the  '  Histoire  Evangelique '  in  his  great  Bible 
(1876);  Renan  expounded  it  with  easy  grace  in 
Les  cvangiles  (1877) ;  and  in  this  country  Dr. 
Abbot  securely  established  it  in  his  article  on  the 
'Gospels'  in  the  Encyclopedia  Britannica  (1879). 
The  ancient  theory  of  an  '  epitomator '  was  shattered 
by  the  literary  examination  of  the  parallel  versions 
of  the  story  of  the  vineyard  and  the  husbandmen  in 
Mark  12'"",  Matt.  21**^*,  Luke  20**".  The  com- 
parison of  these  several  recitals  showed  that  Mark's 
form  contained  all  the  words  (with  the  exception  of 
four  quite  unimportant)  found  in  both  the  other  two. 
To  produce  this  result  by  compilation,  the  Second 
Evangelist  must  have  placed    the   First  and  Third 
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Gospels  side  by  side,  underlined  their  common  con- 
tents, and  then  proceeded  to  write  a  fresh  narrative 
which  should  embody  them.  No  story  with  the 
individual  touches  which  frequently  distinguish 
Mark's  style,  could  have  been  produced  in  such 
mechanical  fashion.  The  hypothesis  that  Mark  was 
only  an  abstract  of  Matthew  and  Luke  has  never 
been  revived. 


III. 

There  remains,  then,  no  weapon  for  the  student 
but  that  of  analysis.  The  Gospels,  as  Prof.  Sanday 
has  said,  grew  up  in  the  dark  :  and  their  history  can 
only  be  recovered  in  the  form  of  a  series  of  con- 
jectures to  account  for  the  facts  which  they  exhibit. 
Before,  however,  proceeding  very  briefly  to  indicate 
the  nature  of  some  of  these  facts,  it  may  be  worth 
while  once  more  to  rehearse  the  two  items  of  in- 
formation which  descend  to  us  through  the  historian 
Eusebius  from  Papias,  bishop  of  Hierapolis  in 
Phrygia,  whom  Lightfoot  supposed  to  have  written 
between  the  years  130  and  140  A.D.  or  even  later. 
The  first  quotation  is  thus  rendered  by  Westcott : 

'  This  also  the  Elder '  used  to  say :  Mark,  having  become 
Peter's  interpreter,  wrote  accurately  all  that  he  [Mark]  remem- 
bered (or  all  that  he  [Peter]  mentioned'),  though  he  did  not 
record  in  order  that  which  was  either  said  or  done  by  Christ. 
For  he  neither  heard  the   Lord,  nor  followed  him,  but  subse- 

'  Appanenlly  the  Elder  John  mentioned  juit  before  (Lieblfool). 
'  LigbUbol  does  aol  offer  an  aJceroktivi:,  either  here  or  below. 
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qucntly  attached  himself  to  Peler,  who  used  to  frame  his 
to  meet  the  wants  fof  his  hearers],  but  not  as  making  a  c 
□airative  of  the  Lord's  discourses      So  Mark  committed  no  e 
as  he  wrote  down  some  particulars  just  as  he  recalled  ther 
mind  (or  as  he  [Peter]  narrated  Ihem).     For  he  look  heed  to  o 
thing,  to  omit  none  of  the  facts  that  he  heard,  and  to  make  n 
false  statement  in  his  account  of  them.' 

After  this  notice  Eusebius  continues  : 
'  But  concerning  Matthew  the  following  statement  is  t 
So  then  Matthew  composed  the  Oracles  in  the  Hebrew  langt 
and  each  one  interpreted  them  as  he  could.' ' 

Whether  or  not  our  Gospels  are  the  same 
those  actually  known  to  Papias  is  uncertain.     Lighn 
foot  argued  earnestly  that  they  were  ;   Prof.  SandajH 
with  a  clearer  view  of  the  passage  of  the  EvangeKi 
narratives  through  several  stages  of  completeness,  i 
quite  willing  to  concede   the  possibility    that 
were  not.*      But  if    they  were,   it    is  now  general 
admitted  that  Paptas's  account  of  them  cannot  1 
reconciled  with  their  actual  condition.     Afark,  it  i 
plain,  is  something  more  than  a  series  of  detached 
reminiscences.      It  has  its  little  chains  of  anecdote 
like  the  series  of  incidents  following  the  first  syn 
gogue -preaching    in    Capernaum,    which    may 
have  planted  themselves  in  Peter's  memory  ;  or  t 
group  of  stories  illustrating  the  attitude  of  Jesus  t 
the  Sabbath.     But   Papias  declares  expressly  th; 
Mark  did  not  make  a  '  connected  narrative '  of  thi 
Lord's    discourses.      Yet    Mark's    narrative    is    t 
ceedingly   well    '  connected ' :    it    has    not   only 

'  Eua.  His/.  Ecci.  Wi.  39. 
'  Smith's  Did.  of  the  Bibli,  Jnd  ed.,  vol.  II.,  pi.  i.,  p.  illl. 
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introduction  and  a  final  catastrophe,  but  it  has 
also  a  conspicuous  crisis  in  the  middle,  the  recog- 
nition of  Jesus  as  Messiah  at  Caesarea  Philippi,  and 
his  announcement  that  he  would  make  the  great 
venture  and  go  to  Jerusalem.  The  way  for  the  final 
tragedy  is  carefully  prepared.  Moreover,  no  one 
can  suppose  that  such  a  discourse  as  that  preserved 
in  Mark  13  was  really  derived  straight  from  Peter's 
recollection.  The  strange  phrase  in  "  '  let  him  that 
readelh  understand,'  with  its  counterpart  in  Matt. 
24",  points  clearly  to  a  written  source  behind  the  two 
versions  of  the  prophecy.  It  is  agreed,  therefore, 
that  our  Mark  (to  use  the  words  of  Prof.  Salmon') 
'  contains  a  great  deal  more  than  the  Petrine  tradi- 
tion.' Was  that  supplemental  matter  added  by 
Mark  himself  ?  The  analogies  to  be  named  here- 
after suggest  that  it  need  not  have  been  Peter's 
companion  who  (again  to  quote  Prof.  Salmon) 
'  chose  to  complete  it  into  a  Gospel.' 

The  argument  in  the  case  of  Matthew  is  no  less 
clear.  The  linguistic  resemblances  which  it  displays 
to  the  other  Gospels  leave  hardly  a  doubt  in  the 
mind  of  any  student  that  this  Gospel  is  not  a 
translation ;  it  was  written  originally  in  Greek.* 
The  proof  of  this  cannot  be  exhibited  here  ;  though 
the  English  parallels  with  Luke  cited  below  will 
partly  suggest  its  nature.  But,  further,  the  First 
Gospel,   while   it    undoubtedly    contains    important 

'  I/ulorictti  iHlrod.  to  Ihe  Books  0/  tht  N.T.,  in  ed.,  iSSS,  p.  157. 
'  Sonie  qualificHtioD  is  Qcwsaary  wbea  so  IcBmed  ui  apologiat  as  Zaho 
still  defenda  the  truislatioti  theory. 
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groups  of  sayings  which  may  well  have  belong 
to  the  original  Matthsan  collection,  presents  ' 
in  combination  with  a  narrative  which  bears  numero; 
marks  of  elaborate  arrangement.  It  is  evid« 
therefore,  that  our  Matthew  is  at  least  removed  ] 
two  stages  from  an  apostolic  book  of  logia  in  l 
Palestinian  vernacular.  In  the  first  stage  these  lo^ 
had  to  be  rendered  into  Greek  ;  in  the  second  ; 
they  had  to  be  organised  into  a  Gospel.  The  f 
part  of  the  process  can  no  longer  be  traced, 
possible  to  obtain  any  light  upon  the  second  ? 
answer  comes  from  a  comparison  of  Mark  with  e 
of  the  other  two. 

This  comparison  reveals  many  interesting  fad 
In  the  first  place  a  number  of  passages  are  at  < 
disclosed  which  relate  incidents  or  sayings  comma 
to  all   three   Gospels,   often  reported  in  nearly  1 
same  words.     Such  are  the  narratives  of  the  Baptis 
the  feeding  of  the  multitude,   the  last   supper, 
parable  of  the  sower  and  the  discourse  on  the  Mom 
of    Olives,      In    other    passages    two    Gospels 
agree  against  the  third.     Thus  Matthew  and  Lm 
concur    in    important    sections    such    as    the 
versions  of  the  great   Sermon,  or  the  reply  to  the"" 
message  of  John  the  Baptist,  which  Mark  does  not 
contain.       Similar    concurrence    is    observable    be- 
tween Matthew  and  Mark  occasionally,  as    in   the 
second  feeding  miracle   which    Luke    omits,  or  the 
withering  of  the  fig-tree  under  Jesus'  curse.     Mark 
and  Luke  have  also  some  traits  in  common,  both  re- 
porting the  incident  of  the  poor  widow  who  cast  her 
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two  mites  into  the  Treasury.  Lastly,  each  Gospel 
has  some  elements  peculiar  to  itself.  The  amount 
in  Mark  with  no  parallel  in  either  of  the  others  has 
been  variously  estimated  at  from  24  to  30  verses. 
In  Matthew  the  proportion  is  much  larger,  and  in  Luke 
it  is  greater  still.  But  this  third  group  may  be  for 
the  present  ignored.  The  enquiry  into  the  mutual 
relations  of  the  Gospels  must  be  based  on  the  first 
and  second  ;  and  of  these  the  series  of  passages 
represented  in  all  three  naturally  claims  prior  con- 
sideration. Two  classes  of  resemblance  are  here  of 
importance:  (1)  resemblances  of  language  in  any 
given  passage  ;  and  (2)  resemblances  in  the  order  of 
the  series  of  passages.  The  first  are  the  easier  lo 
observe  ;  the  second  are  the  more  significant  for  the 
general  argument. 

Consider  for  instance  the  story  of  the  cleansing 
of  the  leper  in  the  following  parallels  : 

Matt.  8»^*.  Mark  i*"^.  Luke  5'^  >• 

And  behold,  there        And  there  cometh        And  .  .  .  behold, 

came  10  him  n  leper,     to  him  a  leper,    be-    a  man  full  of  leprosy, 

seeching  him,  and  and  when  he  saw 
and  worshipped  him,     kneeling     down     to     Jesus,  he  fell  on  hii 

\i\m,  and  saying MVAo  face  and  besought 
iaying.  Lord,  //  thou  him.  If  thou  wilt,  him  saying.  Lord,  tf 
wilt,  thou  canst  mate  thou  canst  make  me  thou  wilt,  thou  canst 
me  clean.      And  he    clean.      And     being    make  me  clean.    And 

moved  with  com  pas- 
stretched    forth     hts    %\on  he  stretched  forth    he  stretched  forth  his 
hand     and     touched    his  hand,  and  touched    hand,     and     touched 
him,  saying,  f  will ;    him,  and  saith  unto    him,  saying,  t  will ; 
bt  thou  made  clean,     him,  /  will ,-  be  thou     be  thou  made  clean, 

made     clean.      And 

W2 
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And  straighimay  Ms    siraighiway  the  Up-  And  straightway  the 

leprosy    was     made    rosy  departed  from  iS^roj^  departed  from 

dean.                            Ann,    and    he    was  him, 

made    clean.     And 

he   strictly   charged  ^n^  he  charged 

him  and  straightway 

sent  him  out.  And 
And  Jesus  saith  unio  him^  See 
saith  unto  him^  See  thou  say  nothing  to  hint  to  teli  no  man^ 
thou  tell  no  man^  dnt  any  man  ;  hut  go  hut  go  thy  way,  and 
go  thy  way,  shew  thy  way,  shew  thyself  shew  thyself  to  the 
thyself  to  the  priest^  to  the  priest^  and  offer  priest^  and  offer  for 
and  offer  the  gift  for  thy  cleansing  the  thy  cleansing  accord- 
which  Moses  com-  things  which  Moses  ing  as  Moses  com- 
manded for  a  testi"  commanded  for  a  manded^  for  a  testi- 
mony unto  them,          testimony  unto  them,  many  unto  them. 

It  is  evident  at  once  that  there  is  a  very  close 
connexion  between  these  three  stories.  In  respect 
of  Matthew,  it  may  be  said  at  once  that  the  close 
agreement  of  its  language  with  corresponding 
phrases  in  Mark  and  Luke  renders  it  impossible 
to  suppose  that  it  is  an  independent  translation 
from  an  original  record  in  a  Palestinian  vema- 
cular.^  Nor  is  it  likely  that  a  common  tradi- 
tion,   formed    originally   in   the   native  language  of 

'  The  chances  of  continuous  agreement  in  such  cases  are  ezopedingly 
small.  In  the  following  parallels  from  the  Authorised  Version  the  identical 
words  in  the  original  Greek  are  italicised  :  but  King  Jameses  translators  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  make  them  agree  in  English. 

Mark  I2»«.  Lukt  20« 

Beware  oftkt  scribes^  which  low  to  Beware  ofthg  scribes^  whUk  dtsirt 

go  in  Umg  clothing  and  pove]  saluta-  to  walk  in  long  robes,  and  love  greet- 

tions  in  th€  market-placts  and  the  chief  ings  in  the  markets,  and  the  highest 

seats  in  the  synagogues  attd  the  upper-  seats  in  the  synagogues  and  the  chief 

most  rooms  at  feasts.  rooms  at  /kasts. 
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Galilee,  would  have  been  reproduced  with  such 
close  conformities  in  Greek.  The  probability  is 
therefore  in  favour  of  the  dependence  of  each 
of  two  upon  the  third.  But  which  is  the  original  ? 
At  first  sight  there  seem  no  decisive  marks.  The 
variations  are  small,  and  present  little  clue.  But 
Mark  contains  one  significant  statement,  '  and 
straightway  the  leprosy  departed  from  him,  and 
[he]  was  made  clean.'  The  pronoun  '  he '  is  not 
expressed,  but  may  be  inferred  from  the  preceding 
words,  '  be  thou  made  clean.'  In  Luke  the  second 
verb  is  wanting:  in  Matthew  the  first, — with  this 
result : 

MaU.  Luke. 

And  sirsiightway  the  leprosy         And  straightway  the  leprosy 
was  made  clean.  departed  from  him. 

Which  is  the  more  natural,  that  Matthew  and  Luke 
each  dropped  a  word  out  of  the  seemingly  redundant 
narrative  of  Mark,  or  that  Mark  combined  the 
phrases  of  the  other  two  ?  The  frequent  occur- 
rence of  other  doublets  in  Mark  suggests  that  this 
is  a  picturesque  characteristic  of  his  style :  and  the 
phrase  '  the  leprosy  was  made  clean  '  seems  less 
natural  after  the  '  be  thou  made  clean '  than  the 
form  given  to  Mark's  words  by  our  translators. 
If  so,  Matthew  and  Luke  are  both  here  secondary 
to  Mark. 

This  will  become  clearer  in  another  instance 
from  the  same  group  of  narratives.  The  effect 
of  the  first  synagogue-preaching  In  Capernaum  is 
thus  described : 
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Mark  i««.  Luke  4"". 

And  they  go  into  Capernaum,  And  he  came  down  into 
and  straightway  on  tht  SaNxttk  Cafernaum,  a  city  of  Galilee. 
day  he  entered  into  the  syna-  And  he  was  teaching  them  on 
gogue  and  taught.  And  ihey  the  Sabbath  day  ;  and  they  were 
were  aUoniiktd  at  his  teaching,  astonished  at  his  teaching;  for 
for  he  taught  ihem  as  having  his  word  was  with  authority, 
authority,  and  not  as  the  scribes. 

The  description  of  the  opening  of  the  ministry  of 
Jesus  in  Matthew  is  quite  different.  Its  early  inci- 
dents as  reported  by  Mark  and  Luke  are  all  re--| 
arranged  ;  the  synagogue  scene  in  Capernaum  isl 
dropped ;  and  room  is  at  once  made  for  the  greati 
discourse  familiar  to  us  as  the  Sermon  on  the  | 
Mount.     At  its  close,  7*^",  occurs  this  statement : 

And  it  came  to  pass,  when  Jesus  ended  these  words,  the  1 
multitudes  were  astonished  itl  fiis  teaching,  for  he  taught  them  as  I 
having  authority,  and  not  as  their  scribes. 

The  italicised  phrase  corresponds  exactly  witl 
Mark's : '  but  it  has  been  transferred  to  anothe 
place  in  the  story. 

More  significant,  perhaps,  than  examples  such  J 
as  these,  which  may  be  traced  all  through  thej 
narrative  from  the  Baptism  to  the  Crucifixion,  arefl 
the  remarkable  phenomena  of  the  order  in  which  1 
the  same  incidents  are  recorded  in  the  several  I 
Gospels.  The  details  of  these  peculiarities  are  i 
intricate  ; '  for  the  two  longer  Gospels,  Matthew  and  J 
Luke,  are  marked  by  great  divergences  of  arrange-i 

s  delachment  [mplied  in  the  proooBB  I 

'  See  Situtia  Bi&liea,  vol.  ii.,  1890;  'The  Origin  and  Mutual  Relalior 
the  STDoptic  Gospels,'  by  the  Rev.  F.  H.  Woods. 


LECT.vi.        THE    LITERARY    tNVRSTlGATlON  311 

ment,  as  well  as  by  numerous  additions  to  the  matter 
common  to  all  three  Synoptics.  Matthew  appears 
to  group  together  collections  of  sayings  which 
Luke  disperses  through  separate  occasions  (cp. 
Matt.  5-7.  10,  13);  and  the  first  half  of  our  First 
Gospe!  thus  presents  alternate  sections  of  teaching 
and  narrative.  This  causes  repeated  dislocations  of 
connexions  clearly  recognised  by  Mark  and  Luke. 
Thus  the  cure  of  Peter's  wife's  mother,  related  by 
by  them  in  immediate  sequence  on  the  scene  in  the 
synagogue  just  quoted  {Mark  i**"",  Luke  4'*^),  is 
postponed  by  Matthew  till  8""'^  In  Matt.  1-13, 
accordingly,  the  deviations  from  Mark's  order  are 
numerous.  On  the  other  hand  Luke  9"-i8'*,  as  is 
well  known,  follows  a  highly  independent  course.' 
But  Mark  can  be  shown  to  present  the  common  type 
from  which  the  other  two  have  departed,  in  dealing 
with  the  additional  materials  which  they  have  incor- 
porated. '  If,"  says  Mr.  Woods,  '  we  divide  St.  Mark 
into  three  parts,  (a)  1-3",  (b)  ^-&*,  fcj  6'*-\6^,  the 
relative  order  of  faj  agrees  exactly  with  St.  Luke 
[allowing  for  ihe  latter's  insertions]  ;  that  of  (bj  with 
either  St.  Matthew  or  St.  Luke,  and  in  parts  with 
both ;  that  of  (cj  agrees  exactly  with  St.  Matthew 
[from  14'  onwards],  and  for  the  most  part  with  St. 
Luke.'*    When  the   First   and   Third   Gospels  are 

'  See  the  papers  of  the  Rev.  Canon  Sir  John  C.  Hawkins  in  Ihe  Expository 
Tinua.  igol.on  -The  Disuse  of  Ihe  Maroin Source  in  Si.  Luke  ix.  51-xviii.  14'; 
eapeci«lly  December,  p.  139. 

'A  comparative  table  of  Mark  I'-.j"*  and  ils  poralleU  in  Mall,  will  be 
round  in  the  author's  Ftral  Tkrrt  Gosprls,  3nd  ed..  p.  344.  Students  will  of 
course  consult  Mr.  Woods'  Essay,  or  Cbe  tables  in  Prof.  Sandays  article 
■Gospels'  in  Smith's  D.B.^ ,  at  \a  Ho\Umaaa&  Einltilung  in  das  N.T.,arDi* 
SymflUfr,  3rd  ed.,  1901. 
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thus  compared  with  the  Second,  it  appears  that  the 
easiest  explanation  of  their  incongruities  is  to  be 
found  in  treating  them  as  departures  in  different 
directions  from  an  older  sequence  now  preserved  in 
Mark.  If  to  this  consideration  we  add  the  linguistic 
parallels  of  which  examples  have  been  already 
offered,  the  argument  becomes  still  stronger.  It 
has  been  reckoned  that  the  total  number  of  words 
in  Mark  is  11,158.  Of  these  2,651  are  common  to 
all  three  Gospels,  2,793  to  Mark  and  Matthew ; 
1 , 1 74  to  Mark  and  Luke,  *  Thus  more  than  half  of 
the  whole  substance  of  St.  Mark  has  been  absorbed 
into  the  other  Gospels.*  * 

This  conclusion  is  further  reinforced  by  the 
occurrence  of  instances  in  which  Matthew  presents 
incidents  or  sayings  belonging  to  both  narratives  in 
forms  that  are  distinctly  secondary.*  When  Jesus 
visits  Nazareth,  Mark  reports,  6* : 

And  he  could  there  do  no  mighty  work,  save  that  he  laid  his 
hands  upon  a  few  sick  folk  and  healed  them. 

But  Matthew  softens  this  inability  into  a  statement 
which  explains  the  limitation  of  his  healing  power  by 
the  want  of  faith  of  his  fellow-townsmen,  13": 

And  he  did  not  many  mighty  works  there  because  of  their 
unbelief. 

It  is  less  surprising  that  the  people  of  Nazareth 
should  not  have  showed  faith  in  their  visitor,  when 

^  Sanday,  quotiog  the  figures  of  Dr.  Scbafi*,  Smith's  DJB\  vol.  II.,  pt  ii. 
p.  1224. 

«  For  examples  of  addition  by  Matthew  see   The  First  Tkrtt  Gospels? 
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the  family  of  Jesus,  according  to  Mark  3*""",  actually 
proposed  to  place  him  under  restraint  because  of  his 
eccentric  conduct. 

And  he  cometh  into  a  house.  And  the  multitude  cotneth 
together  again  so  that  they  could  not  so  much  as  eat  bread. 
And  when  his  friends  beard  it,  they  went  out  to  lay  hold  on  him ; 
for  they  said.  He  is  beside  himself. 

The  sequel  follows  in  "",  when  his  mother  and 
brothers,  standing  outside  the  house,  send  in  a  mes- 
sage to  summon  him  forth  to  them.  His  first  reply 
seems  a  blank  repudiation  of  the  parental  tie :  '  Who 
is  my  mother  and  my  brethren?'  It  is  intelligible 
only  when  the  key  to  the  whole  scene  is  supplied  by 
Mark.  But  as  the  conception  of  the  Master  grew  in 
majesty  in  the  hearts  of  the  disciples,  so  grievous  a 
misinterpretation  could  be  endured  no  more  ;  the  pur- 
pose of  the  family  was  suppressed ;  and  Jesus  was  left 
exposed  to  the  shaft  of  the  modern  critic  who 
thought  it  harsh  and  unfilial  that  he  should  find  a 
new  home  in  the  hearts  of  those  who  do  the  Father's 
will. 

One  further  instance  may  be  quoted  because  it 
exhibits  a  plain  manipulation  of  a  question  and  an 
answer  dealing  with  one  of  the  most  simple  problems 
of  the  time.  Every  one  remembers  the  enquiry  of 
the  rich  young  man,  reported  in  identical  terms  in 
Mark  10"  and  Luke  18",  '  Good  Master,  what  shall 
I  do  that  !  may  inherit  eternal  life  ? '  And  every 
one  recalls  the  disclaimer  of  Jesus,  '  Why  callest 
thou  me  good  ?  None  is  good,  save  one,  even  God.' 
Matthew,   however,  shrinks  from    such   an    implied 
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confession.  Accordingly  he  drops  from  the  opening 
address  the  title  '  good,'  to  attach  it  to  the  conduct 
to  be  prescribed,  19'^:  'Master,  what  good  thing 
shall  I  do  ? '  The  counter-question  of  Jesus  then 
appears  in  the  form,  "  Why  askest  thou  me  concern- 
ing that  which  is  good  ? '  But  the  continuation, 
'  One  there  is  who  is  good.'  shows  that  the  reference 
after  all  was  to  persons  not  to  things.  It  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  reverence  implied  in  such  changes, 
that  the  First  Gospel  presents  Jesus  in  the  Messianic 
character  from  the  outset.  The  heavenly  utterance 
addressed  to  him  at  the  Baptism,  announcing  his 
Messianic  sonship,  Mark  i",  is  converted  in  Matt. 
3"  into  a  public  proclamation  attesting  his  dignity 
to  the  bystanders.  From  the  Mount  he  issues  a 
new  legislation,  designed  to  supersede  the  ancient 
Law,  and  already  contemplates  the  '  day '  when  he 
will  reject  from  entrance  into  the  kingdom  of  heaven 
those  that  work  iniquity.  The  disciples  in  the  boat, 
when  he  has  rescued  Peter,  and  the  wind  has  fallen, 
recognise  his  Messianic  character,  1 4",  though 
Peter's  declaration  of  the  title  is  afterwards  ex- 
pressly ascribed  to  revelation,  16'^;  and  in  the  final 
scene,  28'^,  Jesus  appears  invested  with  'all  author- 
ity' in  heaven  and  on  earth,  as  a  permanent  spiritual 
presence  abiding  with  the  Church.  On  every 
ground,  then,  of  language,  order,  and  general  con- J 
tents,  Matthew  appears  in  its  present  form  posteriori 
to  Mark} 

The  relative  positions  of  Matthew  and  Luke  ar( 

'  Some  couDter  pheDomcDa  are  briefly  diicussed  bdow. 
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more  difficult  to  decide.  A  very  brief  examination 
of  the  Gospels  at  once  discloses  the  fact  that  they 
contain  numerous  parallels  net  to  be  found  in  Mark. 
Thus  each  opens  the  history  of  Jesus  with  a  story  of 
his  birth ;  each  relates  three  temptations  in  the 
wilderness  ;  each  reports  a  Great  Sermon,  Matthew 
putting  it  on  the  Mount,  and  Luke  upon  the  Plain  ; 
each  recites  a  prayer  to  be  used  by  the  disciples  and 
a  parable  of  the  Talents  or  Pounds.  When  these 
are  set  side  by  side,  they  are  seen  to  be  characterised 
by  very  marked  variations  in  degree  of  resemblance. 
The  birth-stories  have  no  element  in  common  save 
that  the  scene  is  laid  in  Bethlehem.  The  tempta- 
tions are  identical,  though  the  order  varies.  The 
Sermons  follow  the  same  general  course,  but  Luke's 
is  much  shorter  (like  his  version  of  the  Prayer),  and 
the  spirit  of  its  opening  is  in  marked  contrast  to 
that  of  its  counterpart.  The  parables  of  the  Talents 
and  the  Pounds  are  founded  on  somewhat  different 
bases  (the  story  might,  of  course,  have  been  easily 
told  twice  in  changing  forms)  ;  but  Luke  has  amal- 
gamated his  version  with  another  story  having  an 
independent  motive.'  On  the  other  hand,  there  are 
passages  where  the  verbal  correspondence  is  so 
close  as  at  once  to  suggest  that  they  are  derived 
from  a  common  source.  Thus,  the  message  of 
John  the  Baptist,  and  the  reply  of  Jesus,  are  re- 
ported in  almost  identical  terms  ;  though  the  slight 
narrative  settings  show  less  close  resemblance. 


'  See  The  First  Thru  Gtafuls?  p.  309. 
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Matt.  11*^". 

Now  when  John  heard  in  the 
prison  the  works  of  the  Christ, 
he  sent  by  his  disciples,  and 
said  unto  him.  Art  thou  he  that 
Cometh^  or  looh  we  for  another  f 


And  Jesus  answered  and  said 
unto  them^  Go  your  way^  and  tell 
John  the  things  which  ye  do  hear 
and  see ;  the  blind  receive  their 
sighty  and  the  lame  walk^  the 
Upers  are  cleansed^  and  the  deaf 
hear^  and  the  dead  are  raised  up^ 
and  the  poor  have  good  tidings 
preached  to  them.  And  blessed 
is  he^  whosoever  shall  find  none 
occasion  of  stumbling  in  me. 

And  as  these  went  their  way, 
Jesus  began  to  say  to  the  multi- 
tudes concerning  John^  What 
went  ye  out  into  the  wilderness 
to  behold  f  A  reed  shaken  with 
the  wind?  Bui  what  went  ye 
out  to  see  f  a  man  clothed  in  soft 
[raiment]  ? 

Behold    they    that    wear    soft 
[raiment] 


Luke  7I**. 

And  the  disciples  of  John  told 
him  of  all  these  things.  And 
John,  calling  unto  him  two  of 
his  disciples,  sent  them  to  the 
Lord,  saying,  Art  thou  he  that 
comethf  or  look  we  for  another  f 
And  when  the  men  were  come 
unto  him,  they  said,  John  the 
Baptist  hath  sent  us  unto  thee, 
saying.  Art  thou  he  that  cometh, 
or  look  we  for  another  ? 

In  that  hour  he  cured  many 
of  diseases  and  plagues  and  evil 
spirits ;  and  on  many  that  were 
blind  he  bestowed  sight. 

And  he  answered  and  said 

unto  them^  Go  your  way,  and  tell 

John  the  things  which  ye  have 

seen  and  heard  \  the  blind  receive 

their  sight,  the  lame  walk,  the 

Upers  are  cleansed^  and  the  deaf 

hear,  the  dead  are  raised  up,  the 

poor  have  good  tidings  preached 

to  them.     And   blessed    is    he,, 

whosoever  shall  find  none  occasion 

of  stumbling  in  me. 

And  when  the  messengers  of 
John  were  departed,  he  began  to 
say  unto  the  multitudes  concern- 
ing John,  What  went  ye  out  into 
the  wilderness  to  behold  t  a  reed 
shaken  with  the  wind?  But 
what  went  ye  out  to  see  f  A 
man  clothed  in  soft  raiment? 
Behold  they  that  are  gorgeously 
apparelled,  and  live  delicately. 
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are  in  Jtin/s  houses?  Sul 
wherefort  went  ye  oul  t  To  see 
a  propkel  f  Yea,  I  say  unloyeu, 
and  much  more  than  a  prophet. 
This  is  he  of  whom  it  is  written. 
Behold,  I  send  my  messenger 

be/ore  thy  face. 
Who  shall  prepare  thy  way 

before  thee. 
Verily  /  say  unto  you.  Among 
them  that  are  bom  of  women 
there  haih  not  arisen  a  greater 
than  John  the  Baptist  :  yet  he 
that  is  but  little  in  the  iingdom 
of  heaven  is  greater  than  he. 


art  in  /angf  courts.  But  what 
went  ye  out  to  see  t  A  prophet  J^ 
Yea,  I  say  unto  you,  and  much 
more  than  a  prophet. 
This  is  he  of  whom  it  is  written. 
Behold,  I  send  my  messenger 

befitre  thy  face. 
Who  shall  prepare  thy  way 

before  thee. 
I  say  unto  you,  Among  them  that 
are  born  of  women  there  is  none 
greater  than  John  ;  yet  he  that 

is  but  tittle  in  the  hingdom  of 
God  is  greater  than  he. 


The  exact  concord  of  many  of  the  words  of  Jesus 
in  these  two  passaj^es,  which  even  include  the  same 
misquotation  from  Malacki  3',  points  to  a  common 
source.  But  Luke,  while  reporting  the  language  of 
jesus  in  almost  identical  terms,*  adds  to  the  story 
the  remarkable  statement  "  of  a  number  of  illustra- 
tive cures.  These  are  obviously  designed  to  prepare 
the  way  for  the  language  of  the  reply  of  Jesus  to  the 
Baptist,  which  Matthew  appears — no  doubt  cor- 
rectly, in  view  of  the  last  clause  about  the  poor,  to 
have  understood  symbolically.  In  this  case  we  may 
provisionally  infer  that  Matthew  and  Luke  have 
drawn  their  materials  from  some  prior  document,  but 


'  The  Greek  of  Ml.  and  Lk.  in  here  the  same,  tMit  the  puncluatioa  varies. 

'  There  is  a  curious  vari»Iion  in  ihe  ■  iforgcously  apparelled,'  etc.,  » ;  Ihe 
parallels  \a  the  last  verses,  '  kingdom  of  heaven  '  and  'kin(doRi  of  God,'  are 
•evenlly  cfaaracterutic  of  the  two  Gospels, 


3l8  THE   FIRST  THREE  GOSPELS  umctvu 

Luke   has  handled  them  more  freely.^     A  second 
illustration  will  render  this  still  clearer. 

The  description  of  the  preaching  of  the  Baptist 
in  the  First  and  Third  Gospels  is  evidently  founded 
on  a  common  base ;  but  it  is  enriched  by  Luke  with 
counsels  addressed  to  different  classes  of  the  people. 
Of  these  Matthew  says  no  word ;  he  directs  the 
Baptist's  warnings  against  the  Pharisees  and  Saddu- 
cees  alone. 

Matt.  37i«.  Luke  s™- 

But  when  he  saw  many  of  the  He  said  therefore  to  the 
Pharisees  and  Sadducees  coming  multitudes  that  went  out  to  be 
to  his  baptism,  he  said  unto  baptised  of  him,  Ye  offspriftg 
them,  Ye  offspring  of  vipers^  who  of  vipers^  who  warned  you  to 
warned  you  to  flee  from  the  wrath  flee  from  the  wrath  to  comef 
to  come  ?  Bring  forth  therefore  Bring  forth  therefore  fruits 
fruit  worthy  of  repentance  :  and  worthy  of  repentance^  and  begin 
i)\\ti\i  not  to  say  within  yoursehes^  not  to  say  within  yourselves^ 
We  have  Abraham  to  our  father :  We  have  Abraham  to  our  father : 
for  I  say  unto  you  that  God  is  for  1  say  unto  yoUy  that  God  is 
able  of  these  stones  to  raise  up  able  of  these  stones  to  raise  up 
children  unto  Abraham,  And  children  unto  Abraham,  And 
even  now  is  the  axe  laid  unto  even  now  is  the  axe  also  laid  unto 
the  root  of  the  trees :  every  tree  the  root  of  the  trees  .  every  tree 
therefore  that  bringeth  not  forth  therefore  that  bringeth  not  forth 
good  fruit  is  hewn  down  and  cast  good  fruit  is  hewn  down  and  cast 
into  the  fire,  into  the  fire. 

And  the  multitudes  asked 
him,  saying.  What  then  must 
we  do  ?  And  he  answered  and 
said  unto  them.  He  that  hath 

^  For  brevity's  sake,  the  possibility  that  Luke  may  have  copied  directly 
from  Matthew  is  not  here  considered.  Other  phenomena  to  be  named  directly 
render  this  practically  impossible. 
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two  coats,  let  hiro  impart  to 
him  that  bath  none;  and  he 
that  hath  food,  let  hJtn  do 
likewise. 

And  there  came  also  publi- 
cans to  be  baptised,  and  they 
said  unto  him.  Master,  what 
must  we  do  ?  And  he  said  unto 
them,  Extort  no  more  than  that 
which  is  appointed  you. 

And  soldiers  also  asked  him, 
saying,  And  we,  what  must  we 
do?  And  he  said  unto  them. 
Do  violence  to  no  man,  neither 
exact  anything  wrongfully  ;  and 
be  content  with  your  wages. 

And  as  the  people  were  in 
expectation,  and  all  men  reason- 
ed in  their  hearts  concerning 
John,  whether  haply  he  were 
the  Christ ;  John  answered  say- 
ing to  them  nil,  I  indeed  baptise 
you  with  water ;  but  there  conteth 
he  that  is  mightier  than  /,  the 
laichet  of  whose  shoes  I  am  not 
worthy  to  unloose :  he  shall  bap- 
tite  you  with  Holy  Spirit  and 
with  fire  I  whose  fan  is  in  his 
hand,  thoroughly  to  cleanse  his 
threshing-fioor,  and  to  gather  the 
wheat  into  his  gamer ;  but  the 
chaff  he  will  burn  up  with  un- 
quenchabU  fire. 


I,  indeed,  baptise  you  with  wale, 
unto  repentance ;  but  he  that 
Cometh  after  me  is  mightier  than 
J,  whose  shoes  /am  not  worthy 
10  t^ear :  he  shall  baptise  you 
with  Holy  Spirit  and  with  fire : 
whose  Jan  is  in  his  hand,  and  he 
will  thoroughly  cleanse  his  thresh- 
ing floor  ;  and  he  will  gather  his 
wheat  into  the  gamer,  but  the 
chaff  he  will  bum  up  with  un- 
quenchable fire. 

The  whole  of  the  Matthjean  report  of  John's  preach- 
ing is  thus  reproduced  by  Luke,  but  in  combination 
with  other  material.     The  questions  of   the  people 
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are  altogether  new :  and  the  second  part  of  the  dis- 
course in  Matthew  receives  an  explanatory  preface 
in  Luke.  Further,  slight  differences  in  the  midst  of 
such  close  parallelism  suggest  that  one  Evangelist 
does  not  copy  from  the  other;  but  that  both  are 
dependent  on  some  antecedent  source.  Moreover, 
that  source  may  possibly  have  existed  in  different 
editions,  so  that  the  saying  about  the  shoes  was 
current  in  dissimilar  versions.  Of  this  probability 
further  illustrations  may  be  found  in  the  well-known 
cases  of  the  Lord's  Prayer  and  the  Beatitudes.  The 
Lucan  form  of  the  Lord's  Prayer  varies  only  by 
defect:  but  the  Blessings  of  Matthew  have  abso- 
lutely no  counterpart  to  the  Woes  of  Luke. 


Matt  5»-ii. 

Blessed  are  the  poor  in  spirit  \for 

theirs  is  the  kingdom  of  heaven. 
Blessed  are  they  that  mourn  \for 

they  shall  be  comforted  (or 

consoled). 
Blessed  are  the  meek :  for  they 

shall  inherit  the  earth. 
Blessed  are  they  that  hunger  and 

thirst  after  righteousness :  for 

they  shall  be  filled. 
Blessed  are  the  merciful :   for 

they  shall  obtain  mercy. 
Blessed  are  the  pure  in  heart: 

for  they  shall  see  God. 
Blessed  are  the  peacemakers : 

for  they  shall  be  called  sons 

of  God. 
Blessed  are  they  that  have  been 


Luke  6*^^. 

Blessed  are  ye  poor ;  fifr  yours 
is  the  kingdom  of  God. 

Blessed  are  ye  that  hunger  now: 
for  ye  shall  be  filled. 

Blessed  are  ye  that  weep  now : 
for  ye  shall  laugh. 

Blessed  are  ye  when  men  shall 
hate  you,  and  when  they  shall 
separate  you  [from  their 
company],  and  reproach  you^ 
and  cast  out  your  name  as 
evil  for  the  Son  of  man's 
sake.  Rejoice  in  that  day, 
and  leap  [for  joy] :  fi>r  behold 
your  reward  is  great  in  heaven : 
for  in  the  same  manner  did 
their  fathers  unto  \ht  prophets. 
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peiseculed  for  righteousness  Bui  woe  unto  you  that  are  rich! 
sake  :  for  theirs  is  the  king-  for  ye  have  received  your 
dom  of  heaven.  coHsolal\on. 

Sksstd  are  ye  when  men  shall  Woe  unto  you  that  are  full 
reproach  you,  and  persecute  now  !  for  ye  shall  hunger, 
you,  and  say  all  manner  of  Woe  [unto  you],  ye  that  laugh 
w// against  you  falsely, /or  my  now  I  for  ye  shall  mourn  and 
iait.     Rejoice,  and  be  exceed-         weep. 

ing  glad:  for  great  is  your  Woe  [unto  you],  when  all  men 
re%vard  in  heaven  :  for  so  shall  speak  well  of  you  !  for 
persecuted  they  fie  prophets  in  the  same  manner  did  their 
which  were  before  you.  fathers  unto  the  prophets. 

Many  things  deserve  notice  here.  Both  groups 
stand  in  the  same  place  at  the  beginning  of  the 
great  Sermon.  Matthew  reports  nine  Blessings, 
while  Luke  throws  the  sayings  into  the  antithetical 
form  of  four  Blessings  and  four  Woes.  In  contrast 
with  Luke,  the  first  eight  Blessings  of  Matthew  are 
cast  in  the  third  person,  but  the  ninth  passes  into 
address  in  the  second  person.  This  last  beatitude 
is  nearly  equivalent  to  Luke's  fourth,  as  its  sequel 
'  Rejoice '  clearly  proves  (notice  Matthew's  direct 
'  for  my  sake,'  while  Luke  has  the  impersonal  '  Sbn 
of  man  ').  But  most  significant  of  all  is  the  open 
difference  of  spirit.  In  Luke  it  is  the  physically 
poor  to  whom  the  kingdom  is  promised  ;  the  hungry 
crowd  that  hangs  upon  the  speaker's  words  is  to  be 
filled  ;  and  the  rich  and  satisfied  and  laughing  are 
dismissed  to  their  doom.  Matthew  sounds  quite 
another  note.  The  inheritors  of  blessing  are  not 
present  to  be  kindled  with  immediate  hope.  The 
announcements  have  the  air  of  reflective  generalisa- 
tions from  deep  inner  experience ;  and   the  impas- 
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sioned  summons  of  the  last  Blessing,  to  rejoicej 
the  midst  of  persecution,  is  the  only  one  that 
within  it  the  urgency  of  personal  appeal.  It  Is  diq 
cult  to  conceive  that  either  author  has  actually  i 
shaped  or  transmuted  the  other's  words.'  It  sea 
more  likely  that  the  two  sets  of  Blessings  lay  i 
some  prior  document,  which  circulated  in  the  churcha 
in  what  we  should  call  different  editions.  To  whj 
document,  however,  can  these  groups  of  teachii^ 
common  to  our  Matthew  and  Luke,  be  traced  ? 
answer  of  modern  Gospel  study  is,  the  Matthae 
logiar  Written,  according  to  the  tradition  handed  (| 
by  Papias,  in  the  Palestinian  vernacular,  they  w^ 
not  always  intelligible  to  Greek  readers ;  '  everya 
translated  them  as  he  could.'  We  may  surmifl 
then,  that  different  renderings  of  these  '  saying! 
(which  seem  to  have  included  an  account  of  JohiM 
preaching),  passed  into  use  in    different    localitid 

'  Wernli:  does,  indeed,  surmise  Ihat  Luke  bims«ir  added  the  four 
■nd  probably  maierialised  the  '  bunger'  as  bodily  by  inserting  '  i 
tischt  Fragt  (1899),  p.  62.  On  the  Qtber  band,  HoltzmBon,  Dii  Syn 
3rd  ed..  1901.  regards  Mallhew's  'in  apiril.'*.  "rigbleousness"  •.  Bi 
righteousness'  sake ' ",  ab  later  deSning  additions,  p.  301.  Luke's  double  '  1 
emphasizes  the  contrast  between  '  this  age  '  and  '  [bat  age  '  or  the  '  ■ 
come.'  cp.  ao"  ",  p.  340.  Bruce,  Exposiioi's  Crttt  Test.,  vol.  i.  p.  504.  '■ 
that  Luke's  language  has  been  shaped  under  contemporary  iniluencea ; 
description  corresponds  to  the  sUte  cf  the  early  Church ' ;  '  Christ's  words  are 
adapted  to  present  circumstances,'  etc.  Elsewhere,  p.  96,  the  same  writer 
suggests  that  Jesus  might  have  expanded  the  same  thought  on  different 
occasions  with  different  eommenla.  This  suggestion  seems  hardly  to  recog- 
nise adequately  the  element  of  social  revolution  Involved  in  the  Lucan  form, 
which  is  spiritually  incongruous  with  the  Hattha:an. 

•  Sir  John  Hawkins.  Horai  SynopHcat  (:899),  p.  Sg,  reckoQB  about  185 
verses  as  common  to  both  Gospels,  'i.e.  rather  more  than  one-sixth  of  the 
1.068  verses  oi  Uattbew,  and  rather  less  than  one-sixth  of  the  1,149  veraea 
or  Luke.' 
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In  one  community  they  would  receive  an  immediate 
interpretation  and  be  connected  with  the  conception 
of  social  change,  when  existing  conditions  might  be 
reversed :  in  another,  they  would  be  transferred 
from  the  sphere  of  outward  circumstance  to  that  of 
inward  temper,  and  the  blessing  would  descend  on 
a  disposition  of  the  soul.  In  course  of  time,  such 
documents  would  take  up  into  themselves  fresh  tradi- 
tions, and  by  degrees  two  versions  of  what  was  once 
the  same  original  might  come  to  vary  considerably 
both  in  contents  and  spirit. 

That  such  additions  were  from  time  to  time  made 
even  to  our  Gospels,  has  been  already  remarked.  A 
modem  instance  may  help  to  render  this  process 
more  easily  conceivable.  Travellers  in  Persia  in  the 
middle  of  the  last  century  became  acquainted  with  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  religious  movements  in  the 
Mohammedan  world,  known  in  Europe  as  Bdbism. 
Its  founder,  Ali  Mohammed,  the  young  seer  of  Shiraz, 
was  executed  in  the  year  1850,  at  the  age  of  thirty, 
His  father,  who  died  early,  had  been  a  grocer;  he 
himself  received  the  ordinary  education  of  a  Mo- 
hammedan youth,  and  in  1842,  after  a  visit  to  the 
holy  shrines  of  Kerbeli,'  betook  himself  to  the 
lecture-room  of  a  distinguished  Mohammedan  theo- 
logian, Hajji  Seyyid  Kdzim.  The  teacher  was  full 
of  a  kind  of  Messianic  hope,  and  was  already 
announcing  the  advent  of  the  promised  Proof,  and 
the  signs  of  his  appearance  '  I  see  him,'  he  would 
say,  '  as  the  rising  sun.'     This  hope  Ali  Mohammed 

'  In  Asiatic  Turkey,  oo  (be  Euphratei. 
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believed  was  realised  in  himself.     He  took  the  1 
of  Bdb  or  '  Gate '  :  disciples  gathered  round 
and  in  1844  the  new  faith  was  formally  proclairr 
It  excited  the  bitter  hostility  of  the  clergy,  who  i 
stigated   the  severest  persecution  of  his  followel 
He   himself    was    arrested    and    imprisoned    in 
castle  of  Maku  close  to  the    Persian   frontier, 
after  three  years'  confinement  was  executed  on  J 
9th,  1850.      His  widow  survived  till  the  year   iSft 
two    successors,  one    transported  to  FamagusU 
Cyprus,  the  other  at  Acre  in  Palestine,  both  lived  ( 
into  the  last  decade  of  the  century.'     The  '  goodi 
fellowship  '  of  the  BAhi  martyrs  includes  men  of  ) 
ranks  and  occupations ;    and    the   followers  of  ' 
young  teacher  are  believed  now  to  amount  to  olj 
a  million^ ;  they  are  even  counted  by  thousands! 
the  United  States. 

The  story  of  the  B5b  was  first  written  by  his  ( 
ciple  Mirzd  Jam',  a  merchant  of  Kashan,  who  hims^ 
suffered  martyrdom  at  Teheran  on  Sept.  15th, 
It  was,  therefore,  an  absolutely  contemporary  recod 
This  work  was  long  believed  to  be  lost,  thougllB 
copy  of  it  is  now  known  to  exist  in   the   Nation^ 
Library  at  Paris.     It  was,  in  fact,  driven  out  of  1 
field  by  another  work  entitled  the  Tdrtkh-i-J 
'  New  History,'  drawn   up  in  the  year  1880  by  ' 
disciples    under    the    supervision    of    Mdnakji 


»Curion,  Ptraia,  vol. 
0/  Ihi  World,  1901,  p.  31 


lited  by  Prof.  Edw«rd  G.  Browne 
page  499;  Prof.  Denisor 


sf  Cambridge  io 
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Zoroastrian,*  while  the  Bdb's  widow  and  others  of  his 
relatives  and  friends  were  still  ative.  The  book  was 
rapidly  circulated  among  the  followers  of  the  faith, 
of  course  in  written  copies,  and  it  began  immedi- 
ately to  take  up  fresh  element^  as  it  passed  from 
hand  to  hand.  Prof.  Browne's  translation  rests  on 
two  texts,  one  in  the  British  Museum  (London),  the 
other  in  his  own  private  collection  (Cambridge), 
They  already  exhibit  frequent  variations.  Thus  at 
the  outset  the  full  account  of  the  predictions  of  the 
learned  lecturer  at  Kerbeli  is  found  only  In  the 
Cambridge  Codex ;  the  narrative  of  the  London 
MS.  is  much  briefer.  The  story  of  one  of  the  first 
disciples,  Mulla  Huseyn,  is  full  of  slight  but  signifi- 
cant variations.  On  reaching  Shiraz  he  sought  out 
the  new  teacher,  with  whom  he  had  previously 
travelled  on  pilgrimage  to  the  holy  shrines  of  Ker- 
beU  and  Nejef.  '  As  I  approached  the  door,  1 
desired  inwardly  to  tarry  there  some  few  days. 
So  I  knocked  at  the  door.'  The  two  versions  then 
continue : 

Cambridgt  London 

As  it  chanced  he  came  to  the     Before  he    had    opened    it    or 
seen  me,  I  heard  his  voice  ex- 
cUiming,     '  Is   it   you,    Mulla 
>A  IraDalaticD  of  the  New  Histiiry  was  published  by   Prof.  Edward  G. 
Browne,  Cambridge,   1893.    The   introductioa   describes  the  circumstaoces 
which  led  to  the  supersession  of  one  book  by  the  other. — In  early  Moham- 
medan literatare  the  biography  of  the    Prophet  by   Ibo   Jshak  (between    loO 
and   IJD  A.».)   was  replaced    by  that  of  Ibn   Hlsham,  who  died  in  313  a.h. 
(838   A.n.).     But   Ibn   Hisham  incorporated  most  of  his  predecessors   wotk, 
with  eiplsnatioas  and  additions  which  he   marked,  while  for  the  omissions 
he  gave  reasons.     See  the  translation  by  Dr.  GusUv  Weil,  a  vols.,  Stuttgart, 
1M4. 
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door  ID  penon.    Then  hi  opened    Hiueyn  ? '     That  he  oficnedM 
the  door,    Wfaen   he  had  seen    door.     It  did  not  at  the  tiq 
and    recognised  me,    he  smiled    strike   me  how    strange  ii 
and  said,  etc  that  without  having  seen  n 

should     know     I     was 
When  he  had  opened  the  d 
he  smiled  and  said,  etc.' 
The   tendency   to  invest  simple  incidents 
wonder  is  already  at  work.    Here  is  another  instancy 
as   a   distinguished    professor,    MuUa    Muhamra 
Sadik,  known  as  '  the  Saint  of  Khurasan,'  traces  t 
spiritual  struggles  through  which  he  passed  befo) 
he    '  could    accept    this    illiterate  and   uneducatt 
young  merchant  as  Bab  and  Ka'im." ' 

So  for  a  while  I  subjected  myself  to  a  severe  discipline,  k 
ing  continual  vigils  during  the  night,  and  praying  God  for  t 
and  guidance ;    until  one  night,  when  I  bad  been  i 
prayer  and  set f-a basement  tilt  near  the  morning,  a  tittle  b 
dawn, 

Cambridge  London 

I  came  somewhat  to  myself,  and  being  wide  awake,  I  plainly  9 
began  10  reproach  myself,  say-  His  Holiness  appear  to  n 
ing,  '  Wherefore  these  plaints  and  ing.  '  Wherefore  these  plaints  a, 
prayers,  and  this  tarrying  in  the  prayers,  and  this  tarrying  in 
world  of  form,'  etc.  world  of  form,'  etc 

The  Cambridge  Codex  attributes  the  final  argi 
ment  by  which  Mulla  Muhammad  was  convinced, 
the  normal  action  of  the  mind  resuming  its  own  sel 
control  after  profound  disturbance.  The  Lond 
Codex  converts  it  into  an  address  from  the  '. 
himself,  mysteriously  seen  in  a  vision      The 

^  Niw  History,  pp.  34.  35' 
'  '  He  who  should  arise,'  one  of  the  titles  of  the  expected  manifest 
Ntw  Hishry,  p,  41. 
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common  to  the  two,  bears  testimony   to  the  deep 
reality  of  these  emotions  : 

'  At  ihis  inward  communing,  I  was  overcome  with  fear ;  but 
when  I  came  to  myself  the  veil  was  Hfted,  and  I  beheld  within 
myself  a  stale  o(  freedom  and  peace  transcending  description." 

The  author  of  the  main  narrative  then  continues: 
'  Now  although  I  have  myself  with  mine  own  eyes  beheld 
greater  wonders  than  those  above  recorded,  vet  am  I  fain  10 
excuse  myself  from  relating  or  publishing  them  ;  for  that  Gem  of 
created  essences  [the  Bdb]  was  in  no  wise  eager  or  desirous  for 
the  disclosure  of  such  occurrences,  neither  did  he  seek  to  make 
known  such  evidences  of  power  as  were  manifested  in  him,  since 
he  r^arded  his  nature  as  his  proof,  and  his  verses  as  his  sign.' 

Upon  this  the  London  codex,  in  which  we  have 
already  noted  a  tendency  towards  the  marvellous, 
adds  the  following  passage  ; 

'  So  much  was  this  the  case  that  Mulla  Mirza  Muhammad,  one 
of  the  most  eminent  of  those  divines  and  highly  gifted  men  who 
hastened  to  accept  the  new  manifestation,  one  who  had,  moreover, 
himself  witnessed  the  greater  part  of  the  occurrences  connected  with 
it,  and  who  was  amongst  the  remnant  who  escaped  the  sword  at 
Sheykh  Tabarsf,  at  the  request  of  a  certain  learned  and  eminent 
enquirer,  set  down  in  writing  two  thousand  four  hundred  occur- 
rences of  a  miraculous  character  which  he  had  witnessed  on  the 
pan  of  His  Holiness,  and  during  the  siege  of  the  Castle  of 
Shcylch  Tabarsf,  on  the  part  of  Jendl'  i-Kuddds  and  his  com- 
panions and  supporters.  But  when  he  had  completed  this,  he 
became  aware  thai  His  Holiness  in  no  wise  regarded  these 
miracles,  wonders,  and  supernatural  occurrences  as  a  proof  of  his 
mission,  and  did  not  desire  them  to  be  published  ;  wherefore  he 
effaced  what  he  had  recorded  in  that  precious  book,  and  refrained 
from  publishing  it.' ' 

'  Some  further  illustraliDDSof  ihe  variatiouafthe  two  codices  may  be  fauDd 
in  the  noble  letter  written  by  the  Bib'9  young  contpaDion  in  prison,  Hubam- 
mad  All.  two  or  three  day.i  before  Ihcir  execution  logtlher,  preserved  only  by 
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If  such  are  the  variations  possible  in  two  corafl 
of  a  formal  narrative  drawn  up  by  three  discipl 
within  a  few  years  of  its  composition — the  copy  i 
Prof.  Browne's  possession  was  given  him  in  Pers 
in  1888,  the  book  having  only  been  written  in  18 
— other  forms  of  it  among  the  Bdbis  in  Persia  mif 
by  this  time  show  a  still  larger  range  of  addition  4 
modification.  The  conditions  of  the  first  Christi 
communities  were  not  dissimilar.  By  the  time  of  t 
Third  Gospel,  as  the  preface  tells  us,  many  nan 
lives  founded  on  the  traditions  were  already 
existence.  Whether  these  covered  the  whole  1 
of  the  Master's  life,  or  whether  some  of  them  dei 
only  with  fragments  of  teaching,  or  episodes  in 
career,  we  cannot  tell.  But  it  is  widely  believed  thi 
some  form  of  Mark  and  of  the  Matthaean  logia  wei 
among  them.  If  on  the  basis  of  the  foregoing  illui 
trations  I  attempt  here  a  very  rough  and  provision) 
sketch  of  a  conjectural  history  of  the  Synoptics,  \ 
is  solely  with  the  view  of  enabling  the  gene 
reader  to  form  some  concrete  idea  of  the  pa 
plexities  which  environ  the  problem,  and  co 
tinguish  between  what  may  be  regarded  as  fairB 
established,  and  what  is  still  only  in  the  region  < 
probability. 

Cambridge.  The  London  MS,,  on  the  other  band,  contains  ■  remarkBUl 
narrative  derived  from  Haji  Suleymaa  Khan  concerning  a  sealed  letter  ad- 
dressed to  him  by  Ibe  Bab  six  months  before  bis  death.  When  opened  after 
the  execution  it  wa.s  found  to  contain  a  prophecy  of  martyrdom  in  &ix  mootbl. 
with  iualnictions  for  the  recovery  and  preservation  of  the  bodies  of  himself 
and  Mubammad  Ali.  These  were  duly  fulfilled :  on  evidence  for  ibe  geQuiDc 
Desa  of  the  letter,  see  Nrai  History,  p.  3101  a  parallel  to  the  miracle  by  which 
the  bodie*  eacapiKt  change,  is  quoted  on  p.  313. 
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The  earliest  stage  of  all,  by  universal  consent, 
was  the  formation  of  common  traditions  of  the 
teaching  and  life  of  Jesus  in  the  Apostolic  circle 
at  Jerusalem.  Whether  these  were  sufficiently  or- 
ganized to  assume  some  coherence  and  stability, 
so  that  they  could  be  propagated  as  a  whole  in 
cycles  from  Church  to  Church ;  whether  small 
groups  or  chains  of  them  were  early  gathered  in 
little  series,  to  illustrate  the  attitude  of  the  Master 
(for  example)  towards  Sabbath  observance,  or  the 
nature  of  his  teaching  by  parable  (as  in  Mark  4) ; 
whether  a  series  of  reminiscences  such  as  those  of 
the  first  day  in  Capernaum  {Mark  i"""*)  or  the 
temple  colloquies  {Mark  12)  fixed  themselves  in 
the  form  of  'lessons'  for  the  inslruction  or  pos- 
sibly  the  worship  of  the  first  believers,  is  matter 
of  surmise  ;  but  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  specu- 
lation from  wandering  among  such  possibilities.  At 
any  rate  it  is  certain  that  a  considerable  group  of 
traditions  had  been  collected  before  the  fall  of  Jeru- 
salem, in  A.D.  70,  for  they  everywhere  imply  the 
existence  of  institutions,  parties,  officers,  usages, 
which  either  ceased  to  be,  or  were  wholly  changed 
by  that  great  catastrophe.  The  Sermon  on  the 
Mount  pictures  the  disciple  offering  his  gift  at  the 
altar,  and  forbids  the  oath  by  the  capital,  for  it  is 
the  city  of  the  great  King ;  and  the  invective 
against  the  Pharisees  in  the  last  days  denounces  the 
blind  guides  who  drew  a  distinction  between  swearing 
by  the  temple,  and  swearing  by  the  temple-gold. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  are  touches  here  and  there, 
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like  the  burning  of  the  city  in  Matt,  ar .  which  sug- 
gest that  later  feeling  is  at  work.  The  parable  of 
the  wedding-feast  in  Matt.  22*"^  is  altogether  on  a 
larger  scale  than  the  treatment  of  the  same  theme 
in  Luke  14^^.  and  seems  to  belong  to  a  later  stage 
of  the  traditions.  To  this  eariv  period  may  be  pro- 
bably assigned  the  first  collection  of  Matthew's 
log'ia  in  the  vernacular  Aramaic.  With  their  reduc- 
tion to  written  form,  and  their  independent  transla- 
tion into  Greek,  a  starting-point  was  found  for  fre- 
quent enlargement  and  a  condnjous  tendency  to 
variation. 

Many  of  the  sayings  in  Matthew's  Icg'-a  would 
belong  to  the  stock  of  apostolic  teaching,  and  to 
some  of  them,  therefore,  parallels  might  naturally 
occur  in  the  Petrlne  recollections  recorded  by  Mark. 
But  it  is  hard  to  identify  our  Second  Gospel  with 
that  primitive  work.  It  is  no  mere  group  of  un- 
organised anecdotes.  It  stans  with  a  delineation 
of  Messiah  s  fore-runner :  it  notes  his  place  in  the 
great  drama  of  prophecy :  it  rr.ysrenously  indicates 
the  hour  when  Tesus  is  adoDted  iS  the  Messianic 
Son :  and  from  the  binh  oi  this  consciousness  within 
him  it  traces  the  ripening  of  his  purpose  till  the 
moment  of  the  disciples'  recognition  at  Caesarea 
Philippi.  It  would  seem  likely,  then,  that  Mark's 
notes  of  Peters  reminiscences  were  afterwards 
thrown  into  consecutive  form,  and  brought  into  an 
order  more  resembling  our   Gospel.'      Whether  it 

-  Fcr  Salxccc's  r:<£w  see  cxar.  p.  3C5.  I:  :^  bere  assuaof  ±At  this  was  in 
Greek.  Bet  Dr.  £khriz  .\.  .\=6cc  pleads  c&messly  ;hj:  ibe  prJ&itive  tons  ct 
tlie  Triple  Tnditioc  now  sbqk  nearly  preserved  ia  IT*^.  wu  oc'  a  very  CEit 
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contained  the  section  e^-S**  has  been  doubted,  for 
Luke,  after  following  faithfully  so  far,  takes  no  notice 
of  its  contents.  This  is  the  more  remarkable  be- 
cause the  story  of  the  Syrophcenician  woman  would 
(it  might  be  supposed)  have  specially  appealed  to 
him.  This  is  one  of  the  cases,  moreover,  in  which 
Mark  seems  to  present  a  later  form  than  Matthew. 
The  abrupt  refusal  of  Jesus  to  help  her,  Matt.  15", 
is  suppressed ;  and  to  his  second  answer  (with  its 
harsh  comparison  of  non-Jews  to  '  dogs  ')  is  prefixed 
the  apologetic  plea,  '  Let  the  children  first  be  filled,' 
Mark  "f.  This  secondary  character  is  easily  under- 
stood if  the  passage  be  a  later  addition.  The  dis- 
course against  the  Scribes  about  Beelzebub  3*'"*'  has 
still  more  clearly  the  air  of  an  intrusion.  It  inter- 
rupts the  story  of  the  endeavour  of  the  family  of 
Jesus  to  secure  his  person  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  insane  *"■"  and  ""  ;  and  it  is  introduced  without 
any  occasion,  for  there  was  nothing  in  the  crowd 
which  filled  the  house  and  prevented  him  from 
having  a  needed  meal,  to  elicit  the  bitter  charge  of 
casting  out  devils  by  Beelzebub.  In  Matt.  1 2^'* 
and  Luke  11'**^  it  foilow.s  the  cure  of  a  demoniac, 
dumb  and  blind  in  Matthew,  or  dumb  only  in  Luke. 
The  accusation  in  that  connexion  is  intelligible  ;  the 
Marcan  expounder  endeavours  to  link  it  on  to  the 
family  assertion  '  he  is  beside  himself '  by  adding 
the  significant  words  'he  hath  Beelzebub."     Such 
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modifications  once  more  make  it  possible  to  under- 
stand how  the  great  eschatological  discourse  in 
Mark  13  should  show  some  later  traits  than 
Matthew's.  Thus  the  heavenlv  terrors  that  are  to 
follow  the  tribulation  of  those  days,  will  no  longer 
take  place  *  immediately  *  i^Mark  13^  contrasted 
with  Matt.  24*)  :  and  in  •  the  editor  can  already 
look  back  in  retrospect  upon  the  mercy  which 
*  shortened  the  days.'  These  are  the  signs  of  re- 
vision, when  the  horrors  of  the  Roman  war  are  over ; 
and  it  is  widely  allowed,  accordingly,  that  the  present 
form  of  Mark  must  be  brought  down  below  the 
great  catastrophe  of  the  year  70. 

The  Third  Gospel  was  not  composed  until  com- 
peting narratives  more  or  less  complete  had  entered 
the  field.  The  possibility  that  any  of  them  was 
from  the  hand  of  an  Apostle  is  practically  excluded 
by  the  description  of  their  dependence  on  traditions 
derived  from  eye-witnesses  and  ministers  of  the 
word,  I*.  No  eye-witness,  therefore,  recorded  his 
own  testimony.  This  language  has  been  held  either 
to  exclude  the  Greek  Matthew  from  the  range  of 
apostolic  authorship,  or  to  show  that  Luke  was  not 
acquainted  with  a  gospel  which  could  be  supposed 
to  trace  its  pedigree  to  one  of  the  Twelve.  That 
the  Third  Evangelist  employed  material  from  various 
sources  may  be  inferred  from  his  own  preface.  Two 
of  those  sources  are  now  identified  with  some  form 
of  Mark  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  Matthew*s  logia 

nezion  of  ^  and  ^'^  and  seems  to  be  derived  from  Luke  9**^ ;  the  explanatory 
clause  in  *  '  for  there  is  no  man  etc.'  seems  distinctly  secondary  compared 
with  the  foUowinf , '  for  he  that  is  not  against  us  is  for  us.' 
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upon  the  other.  These  two  documents  will  account, 
roughly  speaking,  for  about  three-fourths  of  the 
Gospel.  There  remains  a  considerable  amount  of 
peculiar  matter,  the  birth-stories  of  John  and  Jesus, 
parables  like  those  of  the  Prodigal  Son.  the  Good 
Samaritan,  the  Rich  Man  and  Lazarus,  incidents 
such  as  the  Sermon  at  Nazareth,  the  mission  of  the 
Seventy,  the  cure  of  the  ten  lepers,  the  walk  to 
Emmaus,  which  cannot  be  assigned  to  any  known 
collection.  But  these  are  certainly  not  all  of  equal 
value.  The  origins  of  the  birth-tales  are  probably 
to  be  found  in  the  unconscious  growth  of  legend. 
The  immortal  stories  of  the  father  awaiting  the 
wanderer's  return,  of  the  merciful  traveller  who  be- 
friended one  of  his  nation's  enemies,  bear  the 
emphatic  stamp  of  the  Master's  own  creation.  In 
the  Sermon  at  Nazareth,  attached  to  an  incident 
which  the  phrase  '  whatsoever  we  have  heard  done 
at  Capernaum,'  4^,  proves  to  be  transposed  from  a 
later  place  in  the  true  order,  the  Evangelist  probably 
indicates  what  he  took  to  be  the  true  scope  ot 
the  mission  of  Jesus ;  and  the  despatch  of  the 
Seventy,  and  the  peculiar  arrangement  of  the  last 
journey  which  sends  Jesus  through  Samaria  instead 
of  by  the  Perean  route,  are  similar  symbols  intended 
to  justify  the  apostolate  to  the  Gentiles.  Elements 
of  legend,  of  genuine  tradition,  and  of  design,  thus 
meet  and  blend.  It  does  not  appear  probable  that 
Luke  passed  through  any  stages  comparable  to  those 
which  may  be  conjectured  for  Mark  and  Matthew. 
There  do  not  seem  to  be  any  harraonistlc  intrusions 
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to  fanng  it  into  accord  with  either  the  First  or  the 
Second  Gospel.  Such  elements  as  it  did  tend  to 
take  MO  into  itself  mav  be  seen  noted  in  the  Reviseis* 
margin,  as  in  the  story  of  the  angel  in  Gethsemane, 
22*^.  the  prajer  *  Father,  forgive  them  '  on  the 
cross.  23**.  or  the  series  of  enrichments  which  ma? 
be  traced  through  the  group  of  narratives  in  24. 
Wliether  Luke  used  Matthew  either  by  direct  copy- 
ing or  by  dimmer  reminiscence,  is  at  present  under 
debate,  and  high  authorities  are  ranged  on  either 
side.  The  conclusion  depends  on  the  interpretation 
of  minute  indications  of  which  the  following  is  a 
random  sample.  In  Luke  4"  we  read  that  '  Jesus 
came  to  Nazara  where  he  was  brought  up/  The 
peculiar  form  Nazara  occurs  elsewhere  in  the 
Synoptics  only  in  Afatt.  4^.  '  and  lea\-ing  Nazara,  he 
came  and  dwelt  in  Capernaum."  Of  this  Mark  says 
nothing,  and  the  appearance  of  Jesus  in  Capernaum 
{Mark  I**)  takes  place  without  any  mention  of  his 
former  home.  Luke,  so  runs  the  argument,  there- 
fore, brings  Jesus  to  Nazara  before  he  begins  a 
ministry  in  Capernaum,  in  defiance  of  Marks  order, 
because  he  understands  Matthez:  to  imply  that  after 
the  arrest  of  John  the  Baptist  Jesus  returned  first  to 
Nazara,  and  only  subsequently  settled  by  the  Gali- 
lean lake.  And  yet,  even  if  this  and  other  cases 
be  held  to  justify  the  view  that  Luke  reckoned  a 
Greek  Matthew  among  his  sources,  it  does  not 
follow  that  it  was  our  canonical  Matthew  in  its 
present  form. 

Through  how  many  stages  our  First  Gospel  may 
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have  passed  in  a  long  literary  career,  it  is  impossible 
even  to  conjecture.  As  it  reaches  us,  it  is  marked 
by  sufficiently  definite  peculiarities  of  structure  com- 
pared with  either  of  the  other  two  Synoptics.  The 
author  practically  divides  the  ministry  of  Jesus  into 
two  unequal  halves,  which  are  introduced  by  the 
same  formula : — 


From  that  time  began  Jesus  to  From  that  time  began  Jesus  to 
preach  and  to  say,  Repent  yu:  for  show  unto  his  disciples  how 
thekingdomofheavenisathand.     that  he  must  go  unto  Jerusalem. 

Each  of  the  two  great  divisions  thus  formed  con- 
tains large  groups  of  the  Master's  teachings. 
These  are  ranged  together  in  series,  such  as  the 
Sermon  on  the  Mount  5-7,  the  address  to  the  Twelve 
in  10,  the  succession  of  parables  in  13;  or  in  the 
second  part,  the  Woes  against  the  Pharisees  in  23, 
or  the  discourse  of  the  Last  Things  in  24-25.  But  it 
can  hardly  be  supposed  that  such  aggregates  are 
primary.  The  Sermon  on  the  Mount  is  much  fuller 
than  the  corresponding  exhortation  in  Luke  6;  por- 
tions of  it  may,  indeed,  be  found  elsewhere  in  Luke 
{e.g.  Matt.  &^^-Luke  12**-'').  In  10""  occurs  a 
passage  parallel  with  Mark  13"  """  ('"  has  its  counler- 
^AXixn  Matt.  24").  The  series  of  parables  in  13 
closes  at  ** ;  it  finds  its  analogue  in  Mark  4.  But 
additions  have  been  made  to  it,  especially  tn  *"",  and 
when  the  number  seven  is  complete,  it  is  formally 
wound  up  in  ""'^. 

Matthew  thus  exhibits  distinct  marks  of  literary 
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arrangement.  There  are  other  phenomena  confirm- 
ing the  surmise  of  later  origin  which  is  thus  be- 
gotten. The  difference  between  the  First  and 
Second  Gospels  in  the  external  recognition  of  the 
Messianic  character  of  Jesus,  as  well  as  in  his  own 
attitude  to  the  high  claim,  has  been  already  noted. 
Baur  early  drew  attention  to  the  contradictions  which 
lie  here  peacefully  side  by  side.  The  assertions  of 
the  validity  and  permanence  of  the  law,  the  declara- 
tion of  Jesus  that  he  is  sent  only  to  the  lost 
sheep  of  the  house  of  Israel,  the  warning  to  the 
Twelve  not  to  go  to  Samaria  or  to  pass  out  among 
the  Gentiles,  the  promise  of  twelve  thrones  to  the 
apostles  from  which  they  should  judge  the  twelve 
tribes  of  Israel, — these  belong  to  the  narrower  Judean 
elements.  To  the  opposite  tendency  must  be 
reckoned  the  early  announcement  of  the  admission 
of  the  Gentiles  to  the  kingdom,  when  its  own  sons 
are  cast  forth,  8""^ ;  the  prophecy  that  the  gospel 
shall  be  preached  through  the  whole  world,  24", 
26" ;  and  the  great  judgment  scene  where  all  the 
nations  are  gathered,  and  the  test  of  fitness  for  the 
blessed  life  is  not  privilege  of  race,  or  fulfilment  of 
the  law,  or  loyalty  to  Messiah,  but  simple  sympathy 
with  human  need.  How  long  a  time  must  have  been 
needed  for  such  opposites  to  lose  their  pungency  of 
antagonism  and  find  reconciliation  among  the  words 
of  the  same  Teacher!  To  these  may  be  added  the 
imposing  declaration  with  which  the  Gospel  closes. 
The  baptismal  formula  may  have  undergone  subse- 
quent alteration  to  harmonise  it  with  the  usage  of  a 
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later  age  ; '  but  if  the  form  in  28"  really  belongs  to 
the  original  text,  it  would  seem  to  be  later  than 
that  of  Ads  2**  8"  10"  ig',  and  is  only  known 
otherwise  in  the  second  century.  To  this  post- 
apostolic  period  would  also  belong  such  stories  as 
those  which  gather  round  Peter  in  14"^',  or  17"'"; 
the  public  act  by  which  Pilate  disowned  respon- 
sibility for  the  death  of  Jesus,  as  though  the  writer 
sought  to  exonerate  the  Roman  authority,  and  throw 
the  guilt  on  Israel;  the  legend  of  Judas  with  its 
explanatory  note  in  27^ ;  the  marvels  attending  the 
crucifixion,  27"""  ;  and  the  allusions  in  27"*^  28"'* 
to  Jewish  explanations  of  the  resurrection.*  There  Is 
even  reason  to  suspect  that  additions  may  have 
been  made  to  Matthew  in  the  second  century  as  to 
Luke.  From  the  language  of  Justin  in  the  Dialogue 
with  Trypho,  107-108,  it  may  be  inferred  that  he  was 
unacquainted  with  the  explanation  of  the  Jonah-sign 
in  12*°;  may  we,  in  like  manner,  interpret  the  silence 
of  Irenaeus^  to  imply  that  he  was  unacquainted  with 
the  declaration  '  Thou  art  Peter,  and  upon  this  rock 
will  I  build  my  church '  16^^? 

'  See  F.  C.  Conybe»re 
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as  Enoch,  the  Apocaivpsty  and  possibly  Colossians  and  ' 
'  Camp.  A  Jv.  HotT.  \\i.  18,4;  13, 1 1  and  31.  S.  It 
should  roske  no  reference  to  the  words  in  bis  argiinien 
iii.  3,  a.  They  »re  for  Ibe  first  time  so  employed  in  the  treatise 
gambling,  Di  Altaloribns,  ascribed  by  Hamack  to  Victor,  Bishop  o 
189-199  {TtxU  «.  Unltn.  V,  pp.  13,  93  IS.).  They  do  not  occu 
Cletnentine  Recognitions,  but  lie  at  the  back  of  a  passage  in  the  h 
.  The  HtaigniltOHS  are  assigned  by  Salmon  {Diet.  Eal.  i 
p.  577)  lo  about  aoo  :  the  Homiiitt  to  a  later  dale,  poasibly  ai8. 
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The  order  which  thus  emerges,  Mark,  Luke, 
Matthew,  must  be  understood  in  reference  to  their 
main  contents.  It  is,  for  instance,  conceivable  that 
Mark  may  have  received  its  final  touches  after  Luke 
was  composed;  just  as  the  possibility  has  been  al- 
ready suggested  that  Luke  may  have  derived  sugges- 
tions from  a  Matthew  preceding  our  Canonical  First 
Gospel.  Concerning  these  more  delicate  problems 
no  certainty  is  attainable.  But  the  series  just  dis- 
played has  the  support  of  critics  of  various  schools 
from  Herder  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century 
to  Westcott  and  Zahn  on  the  one  side,  and  Pfleiderer 
and  Wernle  on  the  other,  at  the  close  of  the  nine- 
teenth.^ It  remains  to  ask  whether  there  is  any  sort 
of  consensus  as  to  the  actual  dates  to  which  the 
Gospels  may  be  probably  assigned.  The  question 
is  no  less  intricate  than  that  of  their  order.  One 
prominent  consideration  is  found  in  the  universal 
acknowledgment  that  the  author  of  the  Fourth 
Gospel  was  acquainted  with  the  other  three.  If 
the  date  of  that  work  can  be  determined,  there 
would  seem  to  be  a  fixed  limit  below  which  the  com- 
position of  the  Synoptics  cannot  pass,  and  yet,  the 
conception  of  successive  editions  or  revisions,  of 
enlargements  and  insertions,  at  different  dates, 
throws  even  this  reasoning  into  some  uncertainty. 
Towards  a  common  era  for  the  Fourth  Gospel  some 
approximation  has  been  made  (as  will  be  seen  in  the 
next  Lecture)  by  students  of  different  schools,  though 
it  must  be  admitted  that  the  exceptions  are  weighty. 

^  The  leading  opinions  of  the  last  ten  years  will  be  found  tabulated  below. 
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It  must  suffice  now  to  mention  but  two  represent- 
ative names,  those  of  Sanday  and  Hamack.  For 
the  Fourth  Gospel  Prof.  Sanday  proposes  a  date 
about  90  A.D;  while  Prof.  Harnack  offers  a  wider 
range,  from  80  to  1 10,  with  a  distinct  preference  for 
the  lower  limit.  Accordingly,  the  series  will  begin 
with  Mark,  in  its  present  form  somewhat  later  than 
70;  Luke  zx\A  Matthew  will  follow  at  intervals  which 
cannot  be  precisely  determined.'  Even  if  the  First 
Gospel  continued  to  receive  additions  in  the  second 
century,  the  mass  of  its  contents  doubtless  arose  m 
the  first:  though  its  close,  which  seems  to  belong 
to  the  present  structure  of  the  whole  work,  appears 
to  me  to  imply  a  date  at  least  as  advanced  as 
100  A.D.* 


'  The  view  that  Luke  was  acquainted  wilh  Ihc  .Inliguilita  of  Josephiu 
(publishnl  about  93-4  a.d.)  lia.i  nciC  biicn  receivi-il  with  favour  in  this  country, 
though  il  has  found  strenuous  supporters  in  Germany.  Plleidercr,  Urthnt- 
Unlkum,  ed.  a,  1903,  vol.  i.,  v.  547,  cotuiders  that  ttie  investigations  of 
Max  Krenkcl,  /oupliu)  uud  Lukas,  have  brought  the  dependence  of  the 
Third  Gospel  on  the  'Antiquities'  into  the  sphere  of  definile  fact.  The 
priority  of  Mallheai  before  the  other  two  is  still  maintained  by  Hilgenlcld 
and  Kolaten  in  the  Tabingen  succession,  and  by  Mr.  F.  C.  Badham  in  bis 
able  little  books  on  the  Formation  of  Hit  Go^la.  tSga,  and  St.  Marlfil 
IndtbUJntss  to  Si.  Malliutv,  1897. 

'  In  the  following  table  an  attempt  is  made  to  collect  some  of  the  opinions 
of  the  last  ten  years,  starting  from  Prof.  Sanday's  article  '  Goapeiti '  in  Smith's 
Dia.  0/  tlu  BibU,  lod  ed.  1893,  vol  I,  part  ii. 
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Composition  of  the  Synoptic  Gospels. 


Abbott! 


Aliens 

Bacon  ' 
Bartlet* 
Bruce  * 


Gould  < 
Haraack  7 

Holtzmann® 
Jiilicher  • 
McGiffertio 
Menzies  ^^ 
Moffatt  i« 
Pfleiderer  i« 
Plummer  ^* 
R^ville  1* 


Sanday  ^* 
Schmiedel^7 

Swete  18 
B.  Weiss  i» 
Zahn» 


Matthew. 

Elements  of  'ear- 
liest tradition' 
and  of  *a  very 
much  later  date.' 

Probably  after  70. 

80-90. 

About  68-9. 
Shortly  after  70. 


70-751    except 

some  additions. 
After  70. 
About  100. 
81-96. 

75-90- 
After  Luke. 

Logia  before  70 : 
redaction,  98- 
117. 

Before  80. 

About  130. 


Mark, 

Before   Matthew 
or  Luke. 


Before  rather 
than  after  70. 

71-72. 

After  64. 

Uncertain  whe- 
ther before  or 
after   70. 

About  70. 

65-70. 

About  70. 
After  70. 
After  70. 
Not  long  after  70. 

65-75- 
70-80. 

Proto-Mark,  70- 
75  :  redaction, 
98-117. 

Soon  after  70. 

After  70. 

70,  before  July. 

67-69. 

About  67. 


Luke. 
79  or  96. 


Probably  after 
70. 

78-93- 
About  75. 

Possibly  as  late 

as  90. 


78-93. 

After  100. 
80-120. 

78-93- 

80-95. 

Notbefoieioo. 
75-80. 
Redaction, 
98-117. 

75-80. 

lOO-IIO. 


Not  after  80. 
About  75. 


Soon  after  70. 
Logia,  62 ;  Greek 
about  85. 

^  'Gospels/  in  Entyl.  Biblica^  1 901.  *' Modem  Critidsm  and  the  New 
Testament,'  in  ConUniio  VeriioHs^  1902.  '  Introduction  to  tfu  New  TtsUmt^nt, 
1900.     *  The  Apostolic  Age^  1900.     '  Elxpositor's  Greek  Testatnent^  i.   1897. 

*  *  St  Mark,'  International  Crstical  Commentary^  1S96.    ^  CkronoL  der  AUchristl. 
Literature  i.  1 897.     *  •  Die  Synoptiker*  in  the  Hand^Commentar^  3rd  cd^  1 901. 

*  Einleitung  in  das  N.T.^  4th  ed.,  1 901.  ^^  History  of  Christiamiy  in  the 
Apostolic  Age,  1897.  "  The  EarUest  Gospel,  1901.  »*  The  Historical  New 
Testament,  1901.  ^*  DiK  Urchristenthum,  2nd  ed.,  1902.  ***St.  Luke'  in 
International  Critical  Commentary,  1896.  **  Jesus  de  JVaseuvth,  1897. 
!•  'Gospels'  in  Smith's  Diet,  of  the  BibU,^  1893.  »7  'Gospels'  in  Entyd. 
Bibtica,  1901.  *<*  The  Gospel  according  to  St.  Mark,  1902.  ^*  Die  Vier  Evan- 
geUen,  1902.    ^  Quoted  by  Moffatt,  Historical  N.  T. 
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Part.   II.  :     The  Historic  Investigation 


While  the  literary  enquiries  which  -marked  the 
study  of  the  Gospels  during  the  last  third  of  the 
nineteenth  century  were  slowly  advancing,  new  in- 
terest was  awakened  in  the  historic  investigation  of 
the  life  of  Jesus  from  various  causes.  The  decHne 
of  the  older  Evangelical  theory,  changed  views  of 
the  constitution  and  value  of  human  nature,  the 
moral  criticism  of  theories  of  vicarious  atonement, 
all  tended  to  transfer  the  centre  ot  Christian  interest 
from  Paul  to  Christ.  From  quite  another  side  fresh 
ideas  were  to  be  applied  to  the  Gospels  as  the  foun- 
tain-heads of  the  teaching  of  the  Church.  The 
idea  of  development  had  long  been  admitted  in 
tracing  the  successive  phases  of  ecclesiastical  doc- 
trine. Might  it  not  provide  an  important  key  to 
diflerent  aspects  of  thought  in  the  New  Testament? 
This  had,  of  course,  been  the  main  thesis  of  Baur, 
under  the  system  of  movement  by  opposition,  action 
and  reaction  issuing  in  reconciliation,  inherited  from 
the  Hegelian  philosophy.  But  it  was  now  to  be 
attempted  on  a  wider  scale,  and  with  more  sig- 
nificant results.  On  the  one  hand,  in  the  first 
generation  of  the  century,  Schleiermacher  had  pas- 
sionately exclaimed,  '  I  hate  in  religion  this  idea  of 
historical  relations ;  each  religion  has  its  own  eternal 
necessity,  and  has  always  its  own  independent 
origin.'  ^     On  the  other,  the  efforts  of  the  last  gen- 

>  Quoted  by  Hldderer,  Tki  DtvtlopmtHl  of  Thtology,  1S90,  p.  53. 
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eration  have  been  chiefly  occupied  with  determiaing 
how  tar  and  in  what  manner  the  origins  of  Christ- 
ianity can  be  baxight  into  cor^.exion  with  the  principle 
of  Evohitiofu 


I 


The  scope  of  th:s  attempt  was  at  frst  nanrsTT 
restrained.     The  naterials  were  liniitei.  ar--i  ztLy- 


•  •  -  • 

S?  Jesus  Cr.r^:  h^i  ': 


•^  - 


r-   *.-^-  • 


\>~if-- 


TTt^-  "  ^^   •^^  •   ^^""_"_s  '"^^T?   T.^    -^. ^   -^riT    "c    ^  » '^"       ^^  ■• 


•■U    -.   > 


m        I 


O^SvTT"  r» 


•     I 


ir*i    iV*iri.5"r:«r! 


t 
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unlearned  eye,'  The  Gospels  were  thus  brought 
into  the  field  of  actual  reahty.  Other  studies 
naturally  followed.  Just  as  Mr.  Holman  Hunt 
devoted  years  of  patient  labour  in  the  Syrian  sun- 
shine that  he  might  realise  the  temple  and  its 
doctors  at  Jerusalem,  or  the  carpenter's  work-bench 
at  Nazareth,  so  the  scholar  dived  into  the  great 
treasury  of  Jewish  lore,  and  out  of  the  vast  collec- 
tions of  the  Talmud,  out  of  the  histories  of  Josephus, 
the  varied  allusions  to  Jewish  culture  in  the  classical 
writers,  or  the  philosophical  writings  of  Philo  of  Alex- 
andria, sought  to  reconstruct  the  picture  of  the 
social  life  of  the  people,  delineate  their  institutions, 
and  describe  their  worship,  their  parties,  and  their 
sects.  It  has  been  already  noted  that  both  Kwald 
and  Keim  sought  to  place  the  founder  of  Christianity 
in  the  closest  relation  to  the  circumstances  of  his 
age.*  Their  labours  were  continued  in  Germany  by 
Hausrath  and  Schiirer.  In  this  country  the  state  of 
general  feeling  was  reflected  in  the  lives  of  Jesus  by 
Farrar  and  Geikie ;  the  most  notable  contribution 
being  made  by  Dr.  Bdersheim,  who  poured  out  a 
rich  store  of  Jewish  learning  in  the  pages  of  his 
Life  and  Times  of  yes  us  the  Messiah  (1883). 

'One  of  the  great  impuiaes  10  this  study  in  this  cooptiy  was  giveo  by 
Stanley  in  bis  ddJEhtful  work  Sinai  and  Palrsb'iu;  be  found  an  ally  in  Mr- 
(aflerwarda  Sir  George)  Grove  in  the  excellent  geographical  vlides  contribu- 
ted to  Smith's  Did.  of  tkt  BibU.  The  general  want  of  historic  imaginalion 
may  be  illuMraled  by  a  atciry  related  thirty  years  or  more  ago  by  the  Rev, 
Barhain  Zincke,  one  of  the  Queen's  cbaplain».  Returning  from  ■  visit  to 
Egypt  and  Syria,  he  told  his  gardener  thai  he  had  been  to  JerusaJem. 
>  JerusalEDi,  Sir  I '  said  the  man  in  great  aurprise  :  '  Why  1  thought  that  was 
cmiy  a  BibU  word'    And  this  alter  Cook's  tours  had  begun. 

»Uct.V.  pp.  173,381. 
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But  after  all,  this  toucbed  only  the  frames 
The  scene  was  there,  but  that  no  one  had  i 
doubted.  It  was  much  to  conceive  it  more  cle 
but  it  was  useless  to  deny  that  th^'e  were  qu 
tions  beyond-  Archaeology  might  reconstruct  i 
stage  of  the  Gospel  story,  but  it  could  not  i 
tee  the  action  of  the  great  drama.  What,  after  j 
actti^tly  happened  ?  The  intrinsic  signi&cance  j 
Jesus,  the  whole  story  of  primitive  Christia 
depended  on  something  more  than  a  knowledge  i 
the  geography  of  Galilee  or  Perea,  the  sin 
ritual  of  the  synagogue,  the  determination  of  I 
successions  of  the  high-priests,  or  the  settlem 
of  the  constitution  of  the  Sanhedrtn.  The  d<M 
ments  were  not  proved  to  he  free  from  party  tend 
cies  because  they  did  not  misplace  Bethlehem, 
historically  accurate  (as  a  modem  historian  undl 
stands  accuracy)  because  they  gave  correct  deta 
of  the  city  administration  of  Thessalonica  or  Philipj 
The  fact  of  the  differences  in  the  Gospel  repres* 
tations  after  all  remained  :  and  the  necessity  j 
testing  them  historically  could  not  be  evai 
The  Tubingen  cnticism  had  fixed  on  a  partici 
explanation.  The  determining  factor  in  the  eaiT 
Church  was  the  struggle  between  the  Jewish  and 
the  Gentile  parties.  The  heroes  of  it  had  been 
Peter  and  Paul  ;  its  watchwords  '  the  Law '  and 
'  the  liberty  wherewith  Christ  has  made  us  free.' 
The  first  evidence  of  the  conflict  had  been  found 
in  Paul's  own  letters.  But  it  had  lasted  long  after 
his  death  ;  it  continued  in  the  first  part  of  the  second 
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century  ;  and  only  as  its  vehemence  began  to  die 
away  did  the  Gospels  appear  and  embody  the  recon- 
ciliation. We  have  seen  already  that  the  general 
voice  of  modern  criticism,  in  spite  of  some  con- 
spicuous exceptions,  has  carried  the  Gospels  back 
into  the  age  that  followed  the  deaths  of  the  two 
great  apostles.  But  it  cannot  be  denied  that  such 
a  struggle  did  lake  place.  The  problem  of  the  rela- 
tion of  the  Gentiles  to  the  obligations  of  the  Law 
was  an  inevitable  one.  The  opposition  to  which 
Baur  pointed  did  arise.  But  it  neither  lasted  so 
long,  nor  possessed  such  significance  for  the  de- 
velopment of  Christianity,  as  he  supposed.  The 
discovery  of  such  a  document  as  the  Teaching  of 
the  Twelve  Apostles,  first  published  bv  Archbishop 
Bryennios,  Metropolitan  of  Nicomedia,  in  1883, 
showed  at  once  what  other  interests  were  engaging 
attention  in  the  Church  in  an  age  when  Baur  had 
argued  that  it  was  absorbed  in  the  antithesis  of  the 
Petrine  and  Pauline  tendencies.  The  age  of  the 
book,  to  be  sure,  is  uncertain  like  that  of  so  many 
other  items  of  early  Christian  literature.  Hamack 
assigns  it  to  the  period  131-160  A.D.,  while  other 
eminent  critics  place  it  earlier ;  Dr.  Abbott,  for  ex- 
ample,' suggesting  80-110.  The  Logia  in  a  frag- 
ment of  papyrus  found  at  Oxyrhynchus,  though  they, 
too,  cannot  be  dated,  supply  another  link  in  the 
general  chain  of  evidence  for  carrying  back  the  written 
collections  of  Jesus'  teaching  to  an  earlier  period  ; 
and  this  is  also  the  conclusion  suggested    by    the 

'  ■  Gtwpela,'  Enc.  BM  u.  coL  1817. 
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fragments  of  the  Gospel  of  Peter  brought  to  light 
at  Akhmim. 

From  another  point  of  view  also  it  may  be  urged 
that  the  cleavage  on  which  Baur  rested  his  whole 
conception  was  by  no  means  so  sharp  or  fundamental 
as  he  supposed.^  On  the  one  hand  the  Jewish  party 
was  by  no  means  homogeneous,  and  showed  many 
gradations  of  strictness.  The  conduct  of  Peter  in 
eating  with  the  Gentile  Christians  at  Antioch  was 
much  less  rigid  than  that  of  James,  the  Lord's 
brother,  as  described  by  Hegesippus.  Nor  did  the 
two  leaders  divide  the  churches  between  them.  If 
there  was  a  party  of  Paul  at  Corinth,  and  another 
of  Peter,  there  was  also  one  of  Apollos,  and  even 
one  of  Christ  (/  Cor.  i").  And  on  the  other  hand, 
if  Peter  was  a  Jew,  no  less  so  was  Paul.  Trained 
under  a  distinguished  Pharisee,  his  modes  of  thought 
and  feeling  were  those  of  a  Jew.  His  ideas,  his 
reasonings,  had  their  origin  in  the  Scribal  schools. 
He  shares  the  Palestinian  view  of  time  with  its 
transition  from  this  age  to  the  age  to  come.  He 
divides  the  world  between  God  and  Satan.  The 
seven  heavens — into  the  third  of  which  he  had  him- 
self been  caught  up — are  filled  with  a  celestial  hier- 
archy; and  the  spiritual  powers  of  evil  are  to  be 
brought  to  nought  by  the  design  of  God.  The 
entire  conception  of  the  Messiahship  of  the  Son  of 
God,  his  exaltation  at  the  right  hand  of  the  Father, 
his  return  in  glory  amid  a  retinue  of  angels,  the  rise 

*  Cp.  H.  Holtzmann,  •  Baur's  N.  T.  Criticism  in  the  Light  of  the  Present, 
New  Worlds  June,  i8<h. 
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of  the  dead  as  the  great  trumpet  pealed  across  the 
world,  the  judgment  seat  of  Christ, — all  these  be- 
long to  the  teaching  of  the  Synagogue,  and  only 
differ  from  it  in  being  reahsed  in  the  person  of 
Jesus.  Even  the  doctrines  which  have  commonly 
been  supposed  to  be  peculiar  or  original  to  Paul, 
of  sin,  atonement,  and  justification,  are  now  known 
to  have  their  affinities  and  connexions  with  the  moral 
theology  of  the  Pharisees.  They  are  but  branches 
from  a  common  stock,  transformed  under  the 
Christian  experience  of  the  apostle 

Moreover,  a  third  order  of  modifying  considera- 
tions was  recognised  in  new  influences  the  signifi- 
cance of  which  Baur  only  imperfectly  appreciated. 
When  the  Gospel  was  carried  beyond  its  native  hills, 
and  the  Gentiles  began  to  press  into  the  Church, 
what  modes  of  thought  did  they  bring  with  them  ? 
With  what  view  of  the  world  did  they  combine  their 
new  faith?  What  habits  of  mind,  what  types  of 
moral  feeling,  did  they  transfer  from  the  old  faith  ? 
The  antecedents  of  the  Greek  were  different  from 
those  of  the  Jew  :  and  it  might  be  surmised  that 
when  the  first  Christian  teachers  began  to  address 
the  cultivated  Greek,  trained  in  his  own  philosophy, 
some  links  of  common  understanding  must  be  first 
established  between  them.  It  was  inevitable,  there- 
fore, that  contact  with  Hellenic  thought  should 
profoundly  modify  some  aspects  of  Christian  doctrine 
on  its  Hebrew  side.  That  influence  had  already 
begun  within  the  field  of  Judaism  itself,  and  Philo 
of  Alexandria,  who  had  applied  the  conceptions  of 
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Plato  and  the  Stoics  to  the  interpretation  of  i 
Law,  soon  became  the  teacher  of  the  thinkers  of  t 
Church.     The  persons  of  the  patriarchal  narrativi 
were  represented  as  the  embodiments  of  ideal  lypi 
the  incidents  of  the  stories  were   displayed  not  I 
events,  but  as  phases  of  moral  experience ;  and  l" 
crude  and  antique  elements  in  the  primitive  thouj 
of    Israel    were    thus    accommodated    to    the 
refined  imagination  of   the  educated  Greek.      Ev) 
Paul  himself,  it  has  been  suspected  by  distinguishi 
critics,  was  not  unaffected  in  his  later  years  by  sud 
modes  of  thought ;    and  some  remarkable  featm 
in  the  letters  to  the  Philippians  and  Colossians  had 
often  found  their  explanation  in  this  view.     It  i 
mitted  by  a  still  larger  number  of  writers  that  t 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  represents  an  early  type  i 
Christian  gnosis,  which  undertook  to  vindicate  1 
superiority  of  Christianity  over  Judaism  by  show 
that  in  the  realm  of  the  unseen  and  ideal,  the  sain 
tuary  on  high,  Messiah,  at  once  victim  and  pria 
offered  a  more  perfect  sacrifice  than  the  ancient  I 
had  ever  provided.     The  ritual  of  Moses  was  thi 
done  away    on    earth,  but  spiritually    continued 
heaven.    Similar  conceptions,  though  in  ruder  shapi 
were  exhibited   in  the   letter  bearing  the  name  < 
Barnabas,  variously  placed  by  one  group  of  schola 
{e.g.   Prof.   Sanday)    between    70    and    79,  and 
others   (like  Prof.  Harnack)  in    130-1.      The  moi 
impressive  instance  of    this  amalgamation    of 
modes  of  thought,  the  Fourth  Gospel,  will  be  da 
cussed  in  the  next  Lecture.     Its  influence  on  t' 
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I  work  did  not,  of  course,  escape  Baur's  penetration. 
But  by  placing  it  in  the  middle  of  the  second  century, 
he  ignored  the  indications  that  this  tendency  was  in 
reahty  of  much  older  date,  and  was  itself  the  chief 
factor  in  the  progress  of  Christian  thought.  Nothing, 
in  truth,  is  more  remarkable  than  the  rapid  disap- 
pearance of  the  doctrines  which  we  especially 
associate  with  Paul.  The  reason  was  that  they 
were  not  congenial  in  their  Jewish  form  to  the  Greek 
imagination.  They  needed  translation  into  modes 
of  thought  and  feeling  more  intelligible  to  the 
Hellenic  mind.  But  that  is  only  another  way  of 
saying  that  in  the  development  of  Christianity  the 
action  and  reaction  of  Petrine  and  Pauline  tendencies 
could  no  longer  be  regarded  as  the  most  prominent 
or  most  potent  forces.  The  real  key  lay  in  a  Christ- 
ianised Hellenism  which  dropped  the  Pharisaic 
elements  in  the  teaching  of  Paul,  and  went  forward 
along  the  pathway  opened  up  by  'John.' ' 


II. 

Once  more,  however,  behind  the  problems  of  the 
influences  affecting  the  development  of  the  Church 
lie  the  further  questions  connected  with  the  life  of 
Christ.  What  light  is  thrown  upon  these,  either  by 
the  critical  examination  of  the  Gospels  themselves, 
or  by  the  general  study  of  the  history  of  religion? 
These  are   vast    topics,   which    have    engaged    the 

'  On  this  great  theme  see  HBi-iuck's  Hislory  of  Dogma,  and  Plleiderer'i 
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attention  of  hundreds  of  earnest  enquirers  with 
different  results.  To  expound  all  the  answers 
would  require  a  library  instead  of  a  lecture.  Here 
it  is  only  possible  to  offer  a  few  illustrations  of  the 
change  which  is  slowly  coming  over  the  treatment  of 
some  prominent  themes. 

In  the  first  place  it  must  be  noted  that  no 
Christian  can  approach  the  Gospels  for  the  first 
time  in  the  same  way  in  which  he  may  approach 
the  records  of  other  historic  religions.  The  famous 
maxim  about  interpreting  the  New  Testament  like 
any  other  book  rests,  after  all,  on  an  illusion.  We 
are  familiar  with  its  contents  from  our  childhood ; 
and  we  come  to  the  critical  study  of  the  records 
with  impressions,  affections,  sympathies,  beliefs, 
which  often  make  it  exceedingly  difficult  for  us  to 
look  at  them  in  any  other  light  than  that  to  which 
our  minds  have  been  always  accustomed. 

On  the  one  hand — to  state  the  contrast  in  its 
extremest  form — the  Church  presents  to  us  the  figure 
of  a  unique  person  whose  speech  and  act  are  entirely 
divine.  The  narratives  which  report  them  are  un- 
erring history.  His  teaching  is  a  message  from 
heaven,  supernaturally  guarded  against  error.  What- 
ever he  says,  is  the  utterance  of  the  Eternal 
Thought ;  Omniscience  speaks  through  his  simplest 
word.  Whatever  he  does  is  the  manifestation  of 
Omnipotence;  his  will  can  set  in  motion  the  Al- 
mighty power  that  pervades  the  world.  In  the 
presence  of  this  august  conception  the  estimate  of 
his  language  or  his  deeds  will  be  controlled  by  the 
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prior  conviction  of  what  he  is ;  and  the  evidence  of 
the  Gospels  will  be  interpreted  by  the  believer's 
faith  A  presumption  of  infallibility  is  set  up  before- 
hand for  each  saying ;  and  on  the  supposition  that 
the  inspired  record  cannot  err,  each  incident  is 
equally  authentic.  The  essential  meaning  of  the 
story  always  lies  in  the  nature  that  thus  deigns  to 
display  itself;  and  this  nature  supplies  at  once  the 
explanation  and  the  guarantee  of  the  events  through 
which  it  is  made  manifest.'  Infinite  power,  good- 
ness, truth,  and  love,  pervade  the  Gospels  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end. 

In  fullest  contrast  to  this  stands  the  conception 
of  Jesus  as  a  historical  person.  He  is  born  at  a 
specific  date  in  a  particular  country,  and  at  once 
enters  into  relation  to  his  people  and  his  age.  In 
his  modes  of  thought  and  teaching,  as  in  his  char- 
acter and  action,  there  are  elements  that  are  due  to 
his  race  and  land.  He  uses  one  intellectual  idiom 
because  he  is  a  Jew  and  not  a  Greek  ;  he  uses  an- 
other because  he  belongs  to  Nazareth  or  Jerusa- 
lem and  not  to  Alexandria.  Nor  is  that  all  ;  he  is 
surrounded    by  a  vehement  conflict  of  parties,    by 


■Thus,  the  Rev.  J.  R.  tlliagworth  writes  (Dnn'Ht  Immatuna,  189S,  p.  84], 
'The  locamatioD  is  the  inevitable  preaupposilion  of  it«  minKles.  U  Jesu* 
Christ  was  the  divine  Author  of  our  humaa  life  and  death,  it  is  manifestly 
absurd  to  say  ibal  He  could  tiot.  or  would  not.  heal  the  sick  and  raise  the 
dead.  Such  miracles  taken  by  themselves,  would  be  in  the  last  degree  im- 
probable ;  but  as  the  results  of  an  Incarnalion  they  are  so  probable  that  we 
should  even  call  ihem  natural.  Thus  the  incredibility  of  (he  mode  entirely 
vanishes,  if  the  fact  be  true  ;  and  we  can  oever  ask  about  a  Christian  mirade 
simply.  ■  la  it  likely  to  have  happened  ?  '  bat  '  Is  it  likely  to  have  happened,  if 
Chrial  waa  God  7' 
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passionate  cries  for  national  independence,  by 
strange  and  excited  expectations,  the  product  of 
long  ages  of  hope  and  fear,  of  suffering  and  agita- 
tion. The  teaching  of  the  schools,  the  popular  ideals, 
the  political  and  religious  aims  of  leaders  or  sects, 
— what  did  all  these  mean  for  him,  what  was  his 
attitude  towards  them  ?  How  far  did  he  frame  any 
definite  conceptions  to  himself  of  his  own  function? 
had  he  worked  out  any  programme  of  action  ?  what 
outlook  had  he  towards  the  future  ?  what  was  it  that 
determined  his  resolve  to  go  to  Jerusalem  ?  and  what 
did  he  hope  to  do  as  he  rode  in  triumph  up  the  steep 
slope  from  the  Kidron  to  the  city  ?  These  are  the 
kind  of  questions  which  we  should  ask  concerning 
the  founders  of  other  great  historic  movements  in 
philosophy  or  religion.  So  might  we  examine  the 
career  of  Socrates,  or  Gotama  the  Buddha.  And  in 
the  latter  case,  although  uncounted  millions  have 
for  nigh  two  thousand  years  devoutly  believed  the 
author  of  their  faith  to  be  the  manifestation  of  the 
Infinite  and  the  Eternal,  the  Self-Existent  and  the 
Absolute,  we  should  enter  on  the  inquiry  with  the 
presupposition  that  he  was  a  man. 

It  need  not  be  said  that  between  the  two  ex- 
tremes thus  briefly  sketched  there  are  many  inter- 
mediate positions.  We  are  not  concerned,  however, 
with  their  theological  aspects,  but  with  their  attitude 
towards  the  records.  And  in  this  connexion  may  be 
noted  first  a  greater  sensitiveness  to  degrees  in  the 
amount,  the  force,  the  value,  of  testimony.  Forty 
years  ago,  for  example,  the  biographer  of  Jesus  could 
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write  as  follows  of  the  events  attending  the  cruci- 
fixion {Matt.  27**")  : 

'  Many  who  were  dead  rose  from  their  graves,  although  they 
returned  to  the  dust  again  alter  this  great  token  of  Christ's  quick- 
ening power  had  been  given  to  many:  ihey  were  "saints"  that 
slept — proliably  those  who  had  most  earnestly  longed  for  the 
salvation  of  Christ  were  the  first  to  take  the  fruits  of  His  conquest 
of  death.' ' 

The  modern  student,  however,  hke  Prof.  Sanday, 
does  not  hesitate  to  rebuke  another  historian,  Mr. 
Goldwin  Smith,  for  the  assertion  that  '  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  miraculous  darkness  and  the  appari- 
tion of  the  dead  rest  is  the  same  as  that  upon  which 
all  the  miracles  rest,  and  must  be  accepted  or  re- 
jected in  all  cases  alike.' '  On  the  contrary,  says 
Prof.  Sanday,  '  No  critical  student  needs  to  be  told 
that  the  evidence  for  the  apparitions  of  the  dead 
belongs  just  to  that  stratum  which  carries  with  it  the 
least  weight.'*  The  passage,  that  is  to  say,  is  an 
obvious  addition  to  the  narrative  of  Mark  on  which 

'Archbishop  Thomaon.  io  Smitha  Oic/.  0/ /*»  erifc.  vol.  i.  (1863)  p.  1070. 
Il  will  be  noticed  here  that  the  writer  goes  beyond  (be  Gospel  narrative 
in  describing  [be  second  death  of  tile  revivified  bodies  after  they  had  walked 
about  the  streets  of  Jerusalem. 

'Art.  'Jesus  Christ,'  in  Hastings'  Ditt.  of  l/u  BibU,  vol.  ii.  p.  616. 
'  When  Prof.  Galdwio  Smith  insists  that  all  the  miracles  recorded  in  tlie 
Gospels  stand  or  Tall  together,  he  is  going  in  the  teeth,  not  bo  much  of  any- 
thing  peculiar  to  the  study  of  the  l^speU,  but  ol  the  historical  method 
generally.' 

'  The  sequel  is  worth  adding  as  an  indication  of  the  need  fell  by  candid 
minds  to  bring  their  conceptions  into  harmony  with  science  :  '  The  lUtborily 
for  the  darkness  is  much  higher,  but  its  miraculous  character  need  not  be 
magnified.  Any  unusual  darkening  of  the  sky  would  naturally  sirilte  the  im- 
aginaliou  of  the  disciples  ;  and  it  might  be  not  contrary  to  nature,  and  yet  also 
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Matthew  builds.  It  is,  therefore,  of  a  secondary 
character.  It  does  not  appear  in  Luke,  and  gains 
no  reinforcement  from  the  Fourth  Gospel ;  so  that 
Dr.  Gore  can  declare  that  '  it  rests  on  grounds  of 
evidence  immensely  weaker  than  the  common  matter 
of  the  Gospels,  or,  indeed,  than  the  most  of  what  is 
not  common.'  ^  In  other  words,  the  statement  of  a 
single  Evangelist  is  no  longer  sufficient  of  itself  to 
establish  a  fact. 

It  may  be  remarked,  however,  that  the  evidence 
which  is  thus  by  implication  inadequate  for  the  resur- 
rection of  the  saints  at  the  crucifixion,  is  by  the  same 
authorities  judgied  ample  to  guarantee  the  final  scene 
upon  the  Galilean  mount,  when  the  risen  Christ  gives 
to  the  Church  through  the  eleven  disciples  its  great 
commission  to  make  disciples  of  all  the  nations,  and 
declares  his  perpetual  presence  with  it  to  the  end  of 
the  age.*  But  another  investigator  reads  this  in  a 
different  light.  To  Dr.  A.  B.  Bruce  the  story  is  not 
an  actual  report  of  what  Jesus  said,  it  expresses  '  the 
developed  Christian  consciousness  of  the  Catholic 
Church.'  *  The  hope  of  the  return  of  Jesus  began 
to  fade  away.  The  end  of  the  world  and  the  advent 
of  the  Son  of  Man  did  not  take  place.  The  Church 
had  to  accommodate  itself  to  new  conditions  in  a 
scene  that  showed  no  likelihood  of  change.  The 
emphasis  on  baptism  (nowhere  else  named  in  the 
Gospel),  *  the  full-blown  universalism,  the  Trinitarian 
formula,  and   the   promise  of  a  perpetual  spiritual 

»  Th€  Pilot,  Aug.  loth,  1901.        *  MaU,  28i*-» 
*  Apologetics,  in  the  Internat.  TheoL  Library,  1892,  pp.  465-5. 
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presence,"  are  thus  the  notes  of  a  later  age  ;  and  the 
command  from  which  the  Church  beHeves  itself  to 
have  derived  its  authority  is  only  an  ideahsed  utter- 
ance placed  in  the  mouth  of  Christ  as  a  symbol 
rather  than  a  fact.'  The  ground  of  rejection  here  is 
the  incongruity  of  the  passage  with  the  language 
which  is  elsewhere  ascribed  to  Jesus  on  the  united 
testimony  of  the  First  Three  Gospels. 

The  influences  at  work  in  the  case  just  cited  are 
sufficiently  clear.  The  story,  that  is  to  say,  admits 
of  a  psychological  explanation.  Those  who  were 
accustomed  to  think  in  symbols  conveyed  their  ideas 
in  forms  which  wore  the  guise  of  history,  yet  had 
never  really  occurred.*  But  sometimes  such  a  key 
was  lost,  and  the  result  may  be  seen,  for  instance,  in 
the  strange  incident  of  the  withering  of  the  fig-tree, 
Mark  xx'^''-^'^,MaH.  21'^'*.  The  story  is  told  in 
two  forms,  but  the  two  narratives  of  our  evangelists 
do  not  double  the  testimony,  for  it  is  widely  recog- 
nised that  Matthew's  is  founded  upon  Mark's,'  and 
by  condensing  the  incidents  of  two  mornings  into 

'  Cp.  Iht  Expositar'i  Grttk  Trslamtnl,  vol,  i.  p.  340.  For  it  similu-  view  see 
the  Fh-sl  Thm  GosprU.  aod  rd,  1890,  p.  368. 

'  Thus  Tbomas  of  Celsno,  one  of  tbe  companions  oi  Saint  Frmncis  of 
Aui^i.  relates  how  in  one  of  the  last  years  of  his  life  Ihe  saint  celebrated  the 
Nativity  of  Jesus  with  all  Ihe  realiBm  which  the  Catholic  Church  has  since 
learned  10  love  so  well.  He  had  his  manger  and  his  oien.  and  tbe  Gtttngi  of 
the  stall  were  reared  in  the  little  church.  Thither  came  all  the  people  of  the 
aeighbourbood,  as  all  night  he  kept  the  sacred  watch.  And  lo,  within  the 
Hunger  was  seea  the  holy  Child.  Over  him  bent  the  saint  io  lowly  reverence, 
and  the  babe  awoke  and  ntretcbed  out  his  arms  to  him.  Even  bo,  saya  the 
good  brother,  when  Ihe  child  Jeaus  was  forgotten  in  many  hearts,  was  he 
raised  up  anew  by  his  servant  Francis. 

'See  tbe  Commentaries,  from  various  points  of  view,  of  Goald,  Weiss, 
Swete,  and  Heiuio. 

Z  3 
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one  heightens  the  effect  of  the  miracle,  which  thus 
takes  place  before  the  disciples'  very  eyes.  Every 
one  remembers  the  story  of  the  fig-tree  standing  by 
the  roadside  as  Jesus  went  in  from  Bethany  to 
Jerusalem.  Its  bright  spring  foliage  made  it  notice- 
able even  from  a  distance,  and  Jesus,  hungering  as 
he  walked,  went  up  to  it  to  look  for  figs.  But  he 
found  nothing  but  leaves,  for,  says  the  Evangelist 
expressly,  *  it  was  not  the  season  for  figs.'  There  is 
no  need  to  recite  the  doom  that  followed.  Why 
should  the  tree  be  fatally  blasted,  because  it  did  not 
bear  fruit  out  of  season  ?  It  is  gravely  pleaded  that 
'  the  special  point  of  the  miracle  appears  to  be  that 
whereas,  where  leaves  are  on  the  fig-tree,  fruit  ought 
to  be  also,  on  the  particular  tree  which  came  under 
our  Lord's  notice  there  was  a  premature  leaf- bearing 
without  any  corresponding  fruitfulness.'  ^  But  this 
deliberately  reverses  the  situation  described  by  the 
Evangelist.  If  '  it  was  not  the  season  for  figs,'  how 
can  it  be  urged  that  leaves  and  fruit  were  due 
together  ?  Is  that  the  case  with  an  apple-tree  in 
June  ?  To  assert  that  where  leaves  are,  fruit  ought 
to  be  also,  is  thus  to  *  go  in  the  teeth '  (to  use  Prof. 
Sanday's  phrase)  not  only  of  the  author  of  the 
Gospel,  but  of  the  Author  of  nature.  On  the  strange 
sequel  by  which  Jesus,  urging  the  disciples  to  have 
faith  in  God,  encourages  them  to  attempt  similar 
wonders,  it  is  not  necessary  here  to  enlarge.*  Luke 
relates  no  such  story.     But  he  reports,  instead,  a 

»Dr.  Gore  in  The  Pilot,  Aug.  17th,  1901. 
'  See  the  probable  connexion  traced  by  Menzies. 
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parable  of  an  unfruitful  tree,  whose  owner  bade  the 
gardener  cut  it  down,  yet  spared  it  at  his  intercession 
to  see  if  under  proper  husbandry  it  might  recover, 
Luke  13*°.  It  has  been  often  suggested  that  this 
was  the  real  form  of  the  original  story.  A  parable 
of  Israel's  opportunities  and  the  grievous  failure  of 
its  fine  show  of  religion  has  been  converted  into  an 
actual  incident.  The  process  may  be  found  con- 
jecturally  traced  elsewhere.'  It  is  only  needful  now 
to  notice  that  the  miracle  is  defended  solely  on  the 
prior  ground  of  the  supernatural  character  of  Jesus. 
We  see  in  it,  writes  Dr.  Gore, '  the  penetrating  moral 
judgment  of  our  Lord  exhibited  in  consciously 
symbolic  action  in  a  most  convincing  form.'  And 
even  more  emphatically  could  Dr.  Edersheim 
declare : 

'  It  seems  almost  an  inward  necessity,  not  only  symbolically, 
but  really  also,  that  Christ's  Word  should  have  laid  it  [the  fig-lree] 
low.  Wc  cannot  conceive  that  any  other  should  have  eaten  of  it 
after  the  hungering  Christ  had  in  vain  sought  fruit  thereon.  We 
cannot  conceive  that  anything  should  resist  Christ,  and  not  be 
swept  away.  We  cannot  conceive  that  the  reality  of  what  He  had 
taught,  should  not,  when  occasion  came,  be  visibly  placed  before 
the  eyes  of  the  disciples.  Lastly,  we  seem  to  feel  (with  Btngc!) 
that,  as  always,  the  manifestation  of  His  true  Humanity,  in  hunger, 
should  be  accompanied  by  that  of  His  Divinity,  in  the  power  of 
His  word  of  judgment.'  * 

There  is,  however,  another  side.  The  great 
storehouse  of   Jewish  traditional  lore,  the  Talmud, 

'  See  Firs*  Tkrti  CosprU,  lad  ed.,  p.  199 ;  Prof.  Cheync  in  Entycl.  Bibl, 
■n.  ■  Fig ; '  and  Ihe  admirable  eiposilioo  of  Prof.  Meniics,  Thi  EarlitsI  GosfitI, 
1901,  pp.  30S-Z13. 

■  Lifi  and  Titmt  cf  Jttut  Hit  Mtiaiak,  vol.  iU,  [h  375. 
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tells  US  of  the  mysterious  and  terrible  power  attach- 
ing to  the  curse  of  a  Rabbi,  which  was  even  regarded 
as  infallibly  fatal.  It  was  called  the  serpent  of  the 
Rabbis,  whose  bite  was  incurable.*  Similarly  we 
read  that  in  Samoa  the  eye  of  a  certain  high  priest 
and  prophet  bearing  the  title  Tupai  might  work  like 
destruction  :  '  if  he  looked  at  a  cocoanut  tree,  it  died ; 
if  he  glanced  at  a  breadfruit  tree,  it  withered  away.'* 
Are  we  to  degrade  Jesus  to  the  level  of  a  Samoan 
magic-man  ? 

The  truth  is  that  the  studies  of  the  last  genera- 
tion have  brought  to  light  a  wide  range  of  facts 
showing  that  from  the  lowest  forms  of  savage  cults 
up  to  the  more  refined  beliefs  of  the  higher  religions 
the  presence  of  the  miraculous  is  invariable.  Five 
hundred  years  before  our  era  the  great  teacher 
named  Gotama  the  Buddha  was  passing  to  and  fro 
in  the  Ganges  valley  between  Benares  and  Patna, 
seeking,  in  the  beautiful  language  of  the  Buddhist 
texts,  to  '  lift  off  from  the  world  the  veils  of  igno- 
rance and  sin.*  The  sacred  books  in  which  his 
teaching  is  recorded,'  are  believed  to  have  been 
substantially  completed  at  a  relatively  early  date*; 
certainly  the  traditions  were  fixed  long  before  the 
middle  of  the  third  century  B.C.,  when  King  Asoka 

^See  further  illustrations  in  Farrar's  History  of  Interpretation^  p.  441. 
He  quotes  a  significant  sajring,  '  The  curse  of  a  Rabbi  comes  to  pass  even 
when  it  is  without  cause,'  Sanhedrin^  f.  20,  2. 

'  G.  Turner,  Samoa,  X8S4,  p.  23. 

*  See  ante,  Lect.  II.,  p.  49. 

*  See  the  argument  for  the  Sutta  Pifaka  in  the  '  Dialogues  of  the  Buddha  * 
tranalated  by  Prof.  T.  W.  Rhys  Davids,  Sacred  Books  of  the  Buddhists,  voL  ii. 
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visited  the  holy  birth-place,  and  recorded  his  acts  of 
pious  homage  in  an  inscription.'  According  to  these 
traditions  the  future  Buddha  descended  from  the 
Tusita  heaven,  and  became  miraculously  incarnate 
in  his  mother's  womb.  Mighty  portents  marked  his 
hirth  ;  and  on  his  name-day  a  Brahman  foretold  his 
future  greatness.*  When  he  grows  up,  and  after 
seven  years  of  spiritual  struggle  obtains  the  insight 
which  makes  him  a  blessed  Buddha,  teacher  of  gods 
and  men,  nature  again  bears  testimony  to  his  great- 
ness. He  is  tempted  by  Mara,  the  embodiment  of 
the  lust  of  the  world.  He  gives  sight  to  the  blind  ; 
he  feeds  five  hundred  Brethren  at  once  at  the  mon- 
astery in  the  Jeta-grove  out  of  a  basket  of  cakes 
with  a  little  milk  and  ghee,  prepared  for  a  miserly 
old  couple.'  A  disciple  walking  across  the  river  on 
the  surface  of  the  water  to  hear  the  Master  preach, 
quails  as  he  sees  the  waves  in  the  middle  and  begins 
to  sink,  but  makes  an  act  of  joyful  confidence  in 
the  Buddha,  and  reaches  the  other  side  in  safety.' 
Gotama  predicts  his  death  three  months  before  the 

'  Discovered  in  1896.  For  [he  general  bislory,  and  tTBDitations  of  Ihe 
edicts  ■□<!  iascriptions,  see  Asota  by  Vinceat  A.  Smith,  1901,  in  ibe  '  Rulen 
of  India' series. 


he  Digha  Nibaya  (ed,  Rhys  Davids  and  Carpenter), 

lier  Buddha,  Vipassi.  The  literary  ori^iia  of  thia 
1  with  the  story  in  the  Introduction  to  tbe  Jataka 
o  examine.     For  the  Brahman  Asita  see  S.B£.  x. 


voL  ii.  pp.  12-16, 
narrative  and  its 
book.  1  hope  SOI 
■SutU  Nipata,'p.  113. 

'  Thijalaba,  vol.  i.  transl.  by  Cbalmen,  p.  197. 

*  Thf  Jalaba,  Engl,  trana,  vol.  ii.  p.  77 ;  cp.  First  Tkrei  Gosptls.  and  ed., 
p.  304.  HiueQ  Tsiang.  immediately  before  the  story  of  the  blind  NSga  wbo 
received  bis  sight,  relates  ■  miracle  of  the  Buddha  himself  '  walking  on  the 
mter  u  on  land,'  ^e^ BtuUMsl  RitonU  0/ llu  WtUtm  IVorU.vAAu,^  13s. 
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event,  and  the  earth  quakes  in  sympathy  ;  he  aft 
wards  undergoes  transfiguration  in  the  preset 
two  disciples  ;  and  when  the  hour  of  mortal  disi 
lutioH  at  last  arrives,  another  mighty  earthqu<^ 
follows  his  decease.'  Here  is  an  environment 
wonder  which  presents  no  difficulty  to  the 
Buddhist,  who  brings  to  it  the  needful  presuppcsitis 
that  his  Teacher  is  in  fact  the  great  Deliverer 
rescues  him  from  the  bondage  of  suffering,  ignoranq 
and  sin.  Is  the  historian,  however,  told  that 
legends  of  the  Indian  sage  cannot  be  brought  ( 
near  in  time  to  his  own  career  as  the  Gospels  i 
now  placed  to  that  of  Christ  ?  The  difference  j 
a  decade  or  two,  or  even  half  a  century,  is  har( 
material,  for  those  who  have  realised  the  atmosp 
of  symbols,  types,  figures,  allegories,  in  the  mid 
which  even  now  the  career  of  an  Eastern  religioi 
teacher  may  be  involved,'  An  instance  frc 
another  6eld  may  make  this  plain. 

Attention  has  been  already  invited  to  some  1 
the  literary  phenomena  displayed  by  different  c 

■  See  the  -  Book  of  the  Great  Decease  '  in  Buddhist  ShUos,  Smcnd  I 
of  the  Eaal,  vol.  li.  tr.  T.  W.  Rhya  Davidi.     The  text  will  be  found  ii 

■  Haha-Parinibbina  Sulta '  in  Ibe  Digha  Nikaya,  vol.  ii.  In  Buddhist  ll 
the  renunciation  of  life  by  the  Buddha  waa  a  more  sacred  moment  evea  than 
bU  death  ilself.  Dr.  Windiach,  Mara  und  Buddha.  1S9S.  has  called  atltnCioD 
to  a  curious  parallel  in  the  expansion  of  the  story  in  the  later  Sanskrit  text  of 
the  Divyavadana  (ed.  Cowell  and  Neil,  1886)  Kvii.,  p.  303,  to  the  accouat  of 
the  resurrection  of  the  saints  in  Stall.  27.  As  soon  as  the  great  resolve  was 
made,  out  of  innumerable  mountain-caves  and  holes  in  the  rocky  hills  came 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  departnl  Ai'sbia,  who  were  admitted  by  the  Blessed 
One  into  orders,  and,  laying  aside  all  sin,  altained  the  highest  grade  of 
holiness  (arahatship). 

>  See  the  Life  of  RamaKiishiia  by  the  Ute  ProC  Max  MOllcr. 
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of  the  biography  of  the  young  Persian,  the  Bdb.' 
He,  too,  was  believed  by  his  companions  to  have 
wrought  miracles  abundantly.  At  the  moment  of 
his  birth  he  exclaimed  '  the  kingdom  is  God's.' 
His  school-days  were  full  of  prodigies ;  he  an- 
nounced the  occurrence  of  earthquakes  or  the  sex 
of  unborn  children  ;  he  healed  the  sick,  whether 
with  contact  or  at  a  distance';  he  foretold  the  death 
of  a  disciple  nineteen  days  before  its  occurrence ;  he 
converted  his  guards;  an  Indian  believer,  on  first 
beholding  the  glory  of  his  person  even  in  captivity, 
fell  swooning  to  the  ground;  he  predicted  his  own 
death  six  months  in  advance,  naming  the  day.' 
These  incidents  were  all  recorded  by  his  followers 
during  the  life-time  of  his  widow  and  many  of  his  dis- 
ciples, whose  narratives  afford  precious  insight  into 
what  may  be  called  '  miracle  in  the  making.'  .Among 
the  most  significant  of  such  stories  is  the  account 
of  the  B4b's  transfiguration  on  his  ride  from  Shiraz 
to  Isfahan  in  1846.* 

The  Bab  had  been  arrested  in  his  own  house  at 
Shitaz  ;  his  goods  had  been  confiscated,  his  uncle 
bastinadoed,  and  the  Bib  himself  was  consigned  to 
the  custody  of  the  chief  constable.  That  function- 
ary's son  fell  sick  of  the  pestilence  and  came  nigh 
to  death's  door,  when  the  Bab  prayed  for  him  and 

'  See  anu,  p.  315. 

'  Eveo  Ibe  water  in  which  he  hid  Washed  bin  hands  was  used  as  a  cure 
Tor  divers  maladiea,  and  proved  mosl  efficacious,  Nitv  History,  p.  3JI. 

*  Sec  Ibe  Ntw  Huloiy,  where  an  iadex  to  tbe  miracles  will  be  found  on 
P-  445- 

*  f/m  Hittoty,  pp.  305-7. 


362  THE    FIRST    THREE    GOSPELS  uicr.  v^ 

he  recovered.  The  grateful  father  advised  the 
Teacher  to  flee.  A  disciple  named  Muhammad 
Hasan  was  charged  to  go  into  the  market-place 
on  a  certain  dav,  to  buy  three  horses  with  speciflc 
marks  for  a  fixed  price,  and  bring  them  to  an  ap- 
pointed rendezvous.  The  wondering  follower  fulfilled 
the  commission  ;  the  horses  were  found  and  pur- 
chased ;  the  meeting  with  the  fugitive  was  effected; 
and  the  Bdb  started  with  Muhammad  Hasan,  another 
disciple  named  Seyyid  Kazim,  and  a  muleteer.  The 
narrative  which  follows  is  related  by  Muhammad 
Hasan,  and  recorded  by  Haji  Mirza  jani. 

'  On  another  occasion,  it  being  an  extremely  dark  night,  sleep 
overtook  me  on  the  road.  When  I  awoke.  I  missed  His  Holiness. 
I  urged  on  my  horse  for  some  considerable  disiance,  but,  advance 
as  1  might,  I  could  discover  no  trace  of  him.  After  proceeding 
some  way,  I  saw  Aka  Seyyid  Kazim  and  the  muleteer,  who  had 
also  been  overcome  with  sleep.  1  awoke  them  and  asked  them 
about  His  Holiness,  but  they  too  knew  not  what  had  become  of 
him.  I  was  much  amazed  and  disquieted,  but,  even  as  I  wondered, 
1  heard  the  voice  of  His  Hohness  over  against  me,  saying,  "Aka 
Muhammad  Hasan,  why  are  you  troubled  ?    Come  ! " ' 

What  follows  depends  partly  for  its  effect  on  the 
peculiar  character  attached  to  certain  letters  and 
their  corresponding  figures.  The  first  letter  of 
the  Persian  alphabet,  A/if,^  has  the  numerical  value 
one,  and  was  a  recognised  emblem  of  the  Unity  of 
the  Godhead.  In  form  it  rises,  lithe  and  sinuous, 
above  the  line. 

'  1  looked,  and  saw  the  form  of  His  Holiness  erect  in  the 
saddle  like  the  Aitf  which  is  symbolical  of  the  Divine  Unity,  whOe 


■  The  Hebrew  Altfti. 


I 


VI,        THE    HISTORIC    INVESTIGATION  363 

a  continuous  flow  of  light  hung  like  a  veil  round  about  him,  and 
rose  heavenwards.  And  this  light  so  encompassed  him,  forming 
as  it  were  a  halo  round  about  him,  that  the  eye  was  dazzled  by  it, 
and  a  state  of  disquietude  and  perturbation  was  produced.  On 
beholding  this,  Aka  Seyyid  Kazim  uttered  a  loud  cry  and  swooned 
away.     The  muleteer,  however,  observed  nothing,' 

The  artlessness  of  the  narrator  does  not  conceal 
the  fact  that  the  vision  affected  the  disciples  only. 
It  had,  however,  a  tragic  sequel,  though  the  imme^ 
diate  issue  sounds  almost  ludicrously  modern. 

'  Then  H  is  Holiness  dismounted  and  said,  "  Makt  somt  tea  I  " 
And  he  took  Aka  Seyyid  Kazim's  head  on  his  bosom,  and  fed  him 
with  tea  until  he  was  souiewhai  recovered ;  yet  he  was  never  again 
the  same  as  before,  and  continued  thus  fey,  until,  as  thu  effect  of 
that  vision  of  glory,  he  yielded  up  his  spirit  in  Isfahan  to  Him 
who  is  the  Lord  of  Glory.  His  Supreme  Holiness  was  present  at 
his  funeral,  and  alone  read  the  prayers  over  him.' ' 

Such  is  the  atmosphere  of  devotion  which  a 
modem  Teacher  can  create  around  him.  The 
Babis  see  in  their  Master  a  manifestation  of  the 
Primal  Will.  '  Were  it  otherwise,'  says  a  believer, 
so  great  a  multitude  of  expert  doctors  and  devout 
seekers  after  truth  would  assuredly  not  have  accepted 
him  as  a  divine  manifestation,  nor  rapturously  laid 
down  their  lives  for  love  of  his  surpassing  beauty, 
and  longing  for  union  with  him.'  *  So,  theo- 
ries of  incarnation  as  yet  undefined  flash  and 
gleam  about  his  person.  The  records  of  the 
heroic  Bdbf  martyrs,  noble  and  merchant,  scholar 
and     peasant,     show     that     they     have     cheerfully 

Nra  Hitloty.  p.  J07.    Another  account,  p.  346,  uaigna  thr  funeral  service 
to  Uulla  Muhammad  Taki  of  Herat. 
Nm  HUtoiy,  p.  335. 
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given  the  supreme  proof  of  love  in  sacrificing 
their  lives  for  their  Lord.  But  in  spite  of  the 
amazing  growth  of  Bdbism  in  the  United  States 
since  1893,  what  Christian  theologian  will  recog- 
nise in  their  faith  anything  but  folly  or  fraud  ?' 

One  more  group  of  Gospel  narratives  needs 
some  consideration.  The  Evangelists,  wherever 
they  may  have  written,  lived  in  an  atmosphere  of 
belief  in  which  various  forms  of  disease  were  ascribed 
to  possession  by  evil  spirits.'  The  world  was  the 
scene  of  a  vast  conflict  between  superhuman  powers. 
Multitudes  of  angels  and  demons  filled  rank  after 
rank  in  the  realms  above  and  below.  All  nature  was 
the  field  of  their  activity ;  and  they  waited  upon  man 
for  good  or  ill.     Over  against  the  majesty  of  Heaven 

'  It  is  much  to  be  Umenled  that  these  two  categories  ore  still  the  only 
alternatives  ofTeml  to  the  enquirer  who  cannot  accept  the  ossumptiona  tf 
orthodoiy.  '  Faith  in  the  Incarnation,  with  all  that  it  involved.'  says  the  He». 
J.  R.  lUingwanh,  Ptrsonalily  Human  and  Divint,  1894,  p.  199,  '  has  been  tbe 
sole  and  exclusive  lource  of  our  historic  Christianity,  Yet  if  Christ  were 
merely  man,  this  was  precisely  tbe  one  point,  on  which  either  He  or  His 
reporters  were  profoundly  wrong.  The  case,  therefore,  is  narrowed  to  a 
simple  issue.  Christianity  cannot  be  due  to  the  goodnesfi  and  wisdom  o(  ■ 
man,  marred  by  a  pardonable  element  of  error ;  for  it  is  simply  and  sotety  00 
the  supposed  element  of  error  that  it  rests;  and  its  missionaries  and  martyrs, 
its  holy  and  humble  men  of  heart  .  .  .  will  have  derived  their  inspiration 
either  from  folly  or  from  fraud.'  The  psycholof^  of  religious  imagination  has 
yet  to  be  studied  on  the  lines  laid  down  by  Piof,  W,  James  in  bis  Varitlies  0/ 
RtSgioHS  BtUtf.  No  sympathetic  investigator  will  wish  to  apply  harsh  words 
to  beliefs  that  are  generated  under  the  influence  of  exalted  states  of  religious 
emotion.  He  will  only  require  that  the  same  treatment  shall  be  applied  to  all. 
The  conditions  of  medieval  faith  have  been  eiamined  by  Dr.  E.  A.  Abbott  in 
the  case  of  Thomas  Becket. 

'  The  fullest  treatment  of  this  subject  will  be  found  in  Conybeare's  essays 
on  tbe  ■  Demonology  of  the  N.T.'  in  the  Jrurisk  Qiiarlirly  Rniirai,  vols.  viii. 
and  i«.    Shorter  articles  are  included  in  Hastings'  Did.  of  Ih*  BibU,  and 
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lay  the  dark  regions  of  the  Abyss ;  and  with  the 
kingdom  of  God  the  forces  of  Satan  were  in  unceas- 
ing war.  In  various  forms  this  struggle  between 
good  and  evil  was  incessant ;  it  supplied  a  kind  of 
frame-work  for  all  human  life  ;  any  individual  might 
find  himself  involved  in  the  great  drama,  and  un- 
willingly dragged  into  the  battle  of  opposing  powers. 
From  the  deaf  and  dumb,  the  epileptic,  and  insane, 
up  to  the  person  of  Messiah  himself,  whose  death  is 
brought  about  by  'the  rulers  of  this  age" — the 
spiritual  agencies  of  evil  are  always  at  work.  To 
subdue  them  is  part  of  Christ's  proper  function. 
Messiah's  activity  lies  in  their  midst.  Scene  after 
scene  depicts  him  as  their  vanquisher ;  they  recog- 
nise his  control  and  obey ;  they  quit  the  hapless 
sufferer's  body  at  his  command ;  when  they  have 
stirred  up  the  winds  and  waves  to  engulf  the  boat 
in  which  he  lies  asleep,  at  his  rebuke  they  are 
'  muzzled  '  and  there  is  a  great  calm.' 

It  has  long  been  known  that  this  order  of  be- 
liefs was  active  in  the  early  Church,  where  the  rite 
of  exorcism  was  regularly  practised,  and  the  general 
conception  of  the  existence  of  demonic  powers  was 

I  I  Cor.  1**.  From  ihe  second  century  ooward  tbts  phrase  has  been 
npeatedly  understood  lo  refer  to  some  high  order  of  the  deinoiiic  powers. 
The  interpretation  is  oal  without  dilliculty  ;  but  has  analogies  elsewhere,  e.g. 
I  Cor.  15",  RoiH.  8",  Col.  i",  Efih.  1",  a',  3",  etc.,  which  contain  allusiona  to 
Iiieivrchies  of  angelic  and  diabolic  agencies.  Cp.  Findlay  in  Exfiostior's 
Cnrt  Ttsl.,  Dnimmond  in  Inlrnutl.  Handboobi  lo  lluN.T.,  wol.  ii.,  aod  Weiss- 
Hcyer,  on  the  one  hind  :  and  on  the  other  Holtzminn,  N.T.  Thtoiogif,  1897, 
voL  ii.  p.  »39,  and  Schmiedcl  in  Haiid-Commttilar  turn  N.  T. 


'  See  the  parallels  it 
ind  ed.,  p.  193. 


lHari  I 


'  and  4*" ;  and  cp.  First  Tkrti  Go^ls, 
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applied  to  explain  the  significance  of  the  ancient 
gods  of  Greece  and  Rome.  But  the  researches  of 
the  last  thirty  years  have  made  it  clear  that  it  be- 
longs to  a  stage  of  culture  widely  spread  all  round 
the  globe.^  The  practice  of  Jesus  as  described  by 
the  First  Three  Evangelists  may  be  connected  by  an 
unbroken  chain  with  phenomena  to  be  witnessed  at 
the  present  day  among  the  witch  doctors  of  West 
Africa  or  the  devil  dancers  of  India.*  The  particular 
sources  of  Jewish  demonology  are  to  be  found  in  the 
ancient  ideas  of  Egypt,  Babylon,  and  Persia,  where 
magic  and  exorcism  entered  largely  into  the  rites  of 
religion.  It  is  impossible,  therefore,  any  longer  to 
isolate  the  occurrences  in  the  New  Testament  from 
the  immense  range  of  similar  manifestations  to  which 
the  history  of  the  past  and  the  observation  of  the 
present  alike  bear  witness.  If  it  is  suggested  that 
*  there  are  evil  spirits,  subjects  of  the  Evil  One,  who, 
in  the  days  of  the  Lord  Himself  and  his  Apostles 
especially,  were  permitted  by  God  to  exercise  a 
direct  influence  over  the  souls  and  bodies  of  cer- 
tain men,'  *  it  may  be  replied  that  the  saving  word 

*  See  the  treatise  on  Primitive  Culture  by  Dr.  Tylor,  and  his  article 
'  Demonology '  in  the  9th  ed.  of  EncycL  Brit. 

^  See  for  instance  Miss  Kingsley*s  West  African  Studies^  2nd  ed.  chap,  ix.; 
Caldwell,  in  the  Contemporary  Review^  February,  1876,  '  Demonolatry,  Devil- 
dancing,  and  Demoniacal  Possession.'  In  a  curious  and  interesting  work, 
Demon  Possession^  and  Allied  Thentes,  London,  1897,  recording  the  observa- 
tions of  Dr.  Nevius,  for  forty  years  a  missionary  in  China,  1854-93,  an  abundant 
collection  of  modern  instances  is  given  from  India,  China,  and  Japan,  with 
others  from  Europe  and  the  United  States.  Dr.  Nevius  justifies  the  belief, 
and  applies  it  directly  to  the  explanation  of  the  Gospel  narratives. 

»  Smith's  Diet,  of  the  Bible,  2nd  ed.  1893,  ^ol-  «•  P^-  »i  P-  753-  Cp.  W. 
Menzies  Alexander,  Demomc  Possession  in  the  New  Testament^  1902 :  '  the 
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'  especially '  has  no  force  in  presence  of  the  vast 
accumulation  of  evidence  from  the  ages  both  before 
and  after  Christ ;  and  the  hypothesis  of  a  peculiar 
outburst  of  demonic  energy  in  the  time  of  Jesus  falls 
in  complete  collapse  upon  the  ground. 

What,  then,  was  the  attitude  of  Jesus  himself  to 
this  conception,  ft  is  a  question  which  the  historical 
enquirer  cannot  evade.  The  testimony  of  the  First 
Three  Gospels  is  explicit.  He  uses  the  language 
and  he  performs  the  actions  which  the  belief  implies,' 
Does  he  do  so  by  way  of  what  is  called  '  accommo- 
dation ? '  Is  he  consciously  adopting  a  popular 
idiom  as  the  only  way  of  putting  himself  into 
intelligible  relations  with  the  sufferers  and  their 
friends  ?  There  is  no  trace  of  such  adaptation  of 
his  thought  to  theirs.  On  the  contrary  he  frankly 
accepts  the  current  view,  and  claims  no  more  suc- 
cess himself  than  he  is  willing  to  admit  in  others. 
When  the  malignant  charge  is  brought  against  him 
that  he  cast  out  devils  by  Beelzebub  the  prince  of 
the  devils,  he  refutes  it  not  only  by  the  general 
argument  that  if  Satan  is  divided  against  himself 
his  kingdom  must  fall,  but  by  the  retort  ad  homineni, 
'Then  by  whom  do  your  sons  cast  them  out?* 
Therefore  they  shall  be  your  judges.'  Such  a 
question  could  have  but  one  meaning.  Jesus 
plainly    recognised    the  cures  wrought   by    the  dis- 

JDcarDBtion  iDilialed  Ihe  eslabliahment  of  [tie  bingdom  of  heaven  upon  earth. 
That  determined  ■  counter  movemenl  among  the  powers  of  darkaess. 
GcDiuDe  demonic  posiiession  was  one  of  its  mauifcslations.'  Aituritan 
Joumalo/  Tktology,  Jan.  1903,  p.  148. 

'  For  inBUnce,  Jfari  1"",  3",  s*",  etc        *  Malt,  li",  LiJk  ll". 
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ciples   of    the    Rabbis   as    no   less   effective    than 
his  own. 

Can  the  modem  student  of  the  Gospels,  how- 
ever, remain  in  that  position  ?  To  this  question 
different  answers  have  been  given.  Writing  in  1894, 
the  late  Dr.  G.  J.  Romanes  expressed  the  dilemma 
thus : ' 

*  Either  the  curreQl  theory  was  true  or  it  was  not.  If  you  say 
true,  you  must  allow  that  the  same  theory  is  true  for  alt  similar 
stages  of  culture,  and  therefore  that  the  most  successful  exorcist  is 
Science,  albeit  Science  works  not  by  faith  in  the  theory,  but  by 
rejection  of  it.  Observe  the  diseases  are  so  well  described  by  the 
record,  that  there  is  no  possibiUty  of  mistaking  them.  Hence  yon 
must  suppose  that  they  were  due  to  devils  in  a.d.  30,  and  to 
nervous  disorders  in  a.d.  1894.  On  the  other  hand,  if  you  choose 
the  other  horn,  you  must  accept  either  the  ignorance  or  the 
mendacity  of  Christ-' 

Either  of  these  latter  alternatives,  thought 
Romanes,  might  be  admitted  by  Christianity.  Is  it 
surprising  that  his  Editor  should  express  his  dissent  ? 

'  Romanes'  line  of  argument  seems  to  me  impossible  to  main- 
tain. The  emphasis  which  Jesus  Christ  lays  on  diabolic  agency 
is  so  great  that,  if  it  is  not  a  reality,  He  must  be  regarded  as 
seriously  misled  about  realities  which  concern  the  spirituaJ  life,  or 
as  seriously  misleading  others.  And  in  neither  case  could  He  be 
even  the  perfect  Prophet.'' 

'  Thoughts  OH  Religion,  1895,  p.  tSo-l,  edited  by  Canon  Gore. 

'  Anolher  significant  passage  from  the  same  distinguisbed  writer  is  quoted 
by  Conybeare,  liuiiih  QHHrlerly  Rtviae,  vol.  viii.,  p.  593 :  '  Our  Lord's  lan- 
guage reaches  the  level  of  positive  teaching  about  good,  and  still  mare  about 
bad.  spirits.'  Ur.  Gore  goes  on  10  declare  it  to  be  '  impossible  for  Jesus  as  the 
incarnate  Son  of  God,  yeL  more  as  Ibe  spiritual  teacher  of  mankind,  to  teach 
ignoranlly  on  such  a  mailer,  or  to  inculcale  false  impressions  alxiut  il,  or  lo 
connive  in  regard  lo  it  at  popular  belief  and  language.'  Compare  Che  more 
guarded  language  of  Prof.  Sanday,  in  bis  article  'Jeaus  Christ,'  Hutiii(a' 
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Once  more  the  presuppositions  of  faith  I 
control  the  result.     But  the  issue  has  at  last  I 
clearly  faced.     Either  the  authority  of  Jesus  suffiJ 
to    establish    the    permanent    reality    of    demop 
agency,  or  he  was,  in  respect  of  that  belief,  as  miu 
a  man  of  his  time  as  Peter  or  Paul.' 


III. 

This  question  is  also  forcing  itself  to  the  front  I 
another  connexion.     Jesus  bears  the  Greek  desig* 
nation  '  Christ,'  the  equivalent  of  the  Hebrew  '  Mes' 
siah '  or  'Anointed.'     It  is  in  this  character  that  he 
is  at  once  recognised  by  the  demons,  and  his  wai 
with   them   is  one  of  the  phases  of  his  Messianic 
activity.      It  is  in  this  character  that  he  is  acclaimed; 
at    Jerusalem    on    his    solemn    entry ;    it   is   in   this' 
character  that  he  is  condemned,  and  dies  upon  the 
cross.     The  identification  of   Jesus  as  Messiah  is 
the  aim  of  the  Synoptic  narratives,  as  it  was  also  the  ,1 
theme  of    the  apostolic  preaching  which   preceded  i 
them.     It  set    Jesus  at   once  in   the  focus   of    the  ] 
national    hope;    it   made  him  the  centre  to  which 
all    kinds    of    popular    expectation    might    attach 
themselves. 

Diit.  of  the  Bibb.  vol.  ii.,  p.  634 :  '  His  mclbods  of  bealillB  weol  apon  tht 
assumption  tbiit  Ihey  were  fundani  en  tally  what  every  one,  iacludiug  the 
patients  tbemselvea.  supposed  them  to  be.'  ....  This  '  assumptioD  WM 
port  of  the  outfit  of  His  iiicaroale  Maohood,  There  wai  ■  certain  drde  of 
ideas  which  Jesus  accepted  io  becomtog  Uao  in  the  same  way  in  whicb  he 
accepted  a  partirular  lingua^  with  its  grammar  and  vocabulaiy.' 

'This  was    the    idea    that    lay  behind    the  well-known    e9»3FS   of  Prof. 
Huley ;  see  Stutut  atal  Cfrigliam   TrmdiUan,  1895. 
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This  national  hope  was  rooted  in  the  distant 
It  had  sprung  from  the  profound  convictions 
■■of  Israel's  prophets  concerning  God's  purpose  for 
his  people  and  for  the  world.'  It  had  passed 
through  many  forms  amid  different  political  con- 
ditions, and  it  had  found  final  expression  within  the 
limits  of  the  Scriptures  in  the  book  of  Daniel, 
There,  in  the  visions  which  delineated  the  succes- 
sion of  tyrannies  beneath  which  Israel  had  suffered, 
the  believer  saw  the  oppressions  of  old  time  pass 
away,  and  beheld  '  the  kingdom  .  .  .  given  to  the 
people  of  the  saints  of  the  Most  High,'  Dan.  7' 
and  there,  too,  for  the  first  time,*  he  found  the 
promise  of  a  resurrection,  ■  some  to  everlasting  life, 
and  some  to  shame  and  everlasting  contempt.' 
That  might  be  the  last  word  of  the  Scriptures  upon 
this  great  theme.  But  it  was  by  no  means  the  last 
word  of  expectation.  The  imagination  of  some  of 
Israel's  teachers  was  deeply  stirred  by  the  prospect 
thus  opening  before  them ;  and  a  whole  literature 
arose  engaged  with  forecasts  of  the  events  to  come. 
All  time  was  divided  into  two  great  periods — the 
age  that  now  is,  and  the  age  that  is  to  be.  The  tran- 
sition would  be  marked  by  portents  and  wonders 
and  the  'renovation'  or  'renewal' would  be  ushered  in 
by  the  resurrection  of  the  dead,  and  the  judgment 
which  would  admit  the  righteous  to  the  blessed  life. 
These  were  the  '  last  things,'  whose  study,  under  the 
Greek  name  of  '  Eschatology,'  has  of  late  acquired 

'See  LecL  lV.,anli,  p.lll. 
*  On  the  date  of  Daiiiil,  lee  anle,  p.  171  ST. 
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the  highest  significance  for  the  interpretation  of  the 
Gospels.'  For  here  are  the  early  forms  of  concep- 
tions which  are  now  deeply  implanted  in  traditional 
Christianity.  '  We  believe  that  Thou  shalt  come  to 
be  our  Judge,'  sings  the  worshipper  in  the  Te  Deum; 
and  in  the  Apostles'  Creed  he  declares  his  faith  in 
the  words, '  He  sitteth  on  the  right  hand  of  God  the 
Father  Almighty ;  from  thence  he  shall  come  to 
judge  the  quick  and  the  dead.'  To  this  order  of 
belief  also  belongs  the  expectation  of  '  the  resurrec- 
tion of  the  body,  and  the  life  everlasting.*  What, 
then,  is  the  place  of  these  ideas  in  the  teaching  of 
Jesus  ;  and  what  is  their  significance  for  our  actual 
religion  ?  These  questions  take  us  into  the  heart  of 
the  most  difficult  questions  of  Gospel  study.  It  is 
impossible  to  discuss  them  here  ;  it  must  be  enough 
to  point  out  what  they  are,  and  to  urge  that  they 
shall  not  be  evaded,  but  be  frankly  faced. 

The  language  of  the  early  Church  recorded  in 
the  New  Testament  proves  beyond  doubt  the 
character  of  its  own  hopes.  As  Jesus  is  taken 
up  into  the  sky  and  a  cloud  receives  him  from  the 
disciples*  gaze,  the  visitants  in  white  apparel 
promise  his  return,  Acts   1"  : 

This  Jesus,  which  was  received  up  from  you  into  heaven,  shall 
so  come  in  like  manner  as  ye  beheld  him  going  into  heaven. 

'  The  priacipal  English  irealiae  on  the  subject  since  Thtjtwitli  Mfstiak  of 
Dr.  Drummond,  1877,  la  that  of  Dr.  R.  H.  Charles.  CnHcal  Hislary  of  llu 
Dortrint  of  a  Fulurt  Lift  in  Isriul,  in  JtidaiatH,  and  in  ChrittiaHity,  1899. 
See  slso  the  articles  on  the  subject  io  HostiDgs'  Did.  of  the  Biblr.  and  in 
Encyet.  Bibl. ;  and  the  sectioa  in  SchQier's  History  of  llu  Jewish  PtopU  in  Ihi  I 
AW  of  Ckriil,  II.  u.  116-187. 

AA  2 


2  THE    FIRST   THREE    GOSPELS 

His  function  on  returning  is  defined  in  languagj 
iscribed  to  the  Apostle  Paul  at  Athens,  Ads  17" : 

God  hath  appointed  a  day  in  which  he  will  judge  the  world  ii 
Ktighteousness  by  the  man  whom  he  hath  ordained. 

These    expectations    are  confirmed  by  the  lai 
I  guage  of  the  Apostle  s  own  letters,  as  in  1  Thea 

This  wc  say  unto  you  by  the  word  of  the  Lord,  that  we  t 
are  alive,  that  are  leri  unto  the  coming'  of  the  Lord,  shall  in 
wise  precede  them  that  are  fallen  asleep.     For  ihe  Lord  bin 
shall  descend  from  heaven,  with  a  shout,  with  the  voice  of  tl 
archangel,  and  with  the  irump  of  God :  and  the  dead  in  Chrii| 
shall  rise  first :  then  we  that  are  alive,  that  are  left,  shall  tc^eth 
wiih  them  be  caught  up  in  the  clouds,  to  meet  the  Lord  i 
air  :  and  so  shall  we  be  ever  with  the  Lord.' 

All  through  the  New  Testament  in  various  fonnfl 
I  rings  this  great  expectation  ;  the  world  is  passinj 
I  away,  it  is  the  last  age  ;  and  though,  in  one  of  1 

latest  books,  the  mockers  enquire  '  Where  is  thj 
I  promise  of  his  coming  ?  '  *  faith  is  still  strong  enou^ 
I  to  bear  delay  ;  an  opportunity  of  repentance  mud 

be  given  to  all ;   but  the  final  catastrophe  is  su 
I  The  Apostle  Paul  founds  his  own  trust  on  '  the  woA 
of  the  Lord.'     Did  this  appeal  to  the  authority  1 
Christ  rest  on  a  claim  to  private  and  personal  revelai 
tion,  or  on  some  teaching  generally  received  in  thi 
Church  as  his  ?     Both  views  have  been  taken  :  ani 
it  is  unnecessary  for  us  to  decide  as  to  the  Apostlej 
source,   because    the  language  of    the    First  Thn 
I  Gospels  is  explicit. 


'  Greek  farotaut ;  Latin,  advttd.      *  Cp.  /  Car.  15"^ 
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On   three    several    occasions,   according   to   the! 
records,  does  Jesus  announce  the    '  coming  of  the! 
Son  of   Man '    in  the  life-time  of  his  hearers.     At  1 
the   most  critical  moment  of  his  career,  before  his 
accusers    and     judges,    he    declares    in    emphatic 
language : 

Matt.  i6«*.  Mark  I4«                      Luki  is" 

Henceforth   ye  Ye  shall  see  the        From    henceforth 

shall  see  the  Son  of  Son   of    man  sitting  shall  the  Son  of  n 

man    sitting   at    the  at  the  right  hand  of  be  seated  at  the  right 

right  hand  of  power,  power    and    coming  hand  of  the  power  of 

and  coming  on  the  with    the    clouds   of  God- 

douds  of  heaven.  heaveti- 

This  does  but  repeat  the  prediction  made  in  de- 
tail to  the  disciples  on  the  Mount  of  Olives.'  '  What 
shall  be  the  sign  ot  thy  coming,'  they  enquired, 
'  and  of  the  end  of  the  world '  ?  *  The  Teacher 
sketches  a  future  of  gloom  and  tribulation  ;  wars, 
earthquakes,  famines,  among  the  nations  ;  persecu- 
tion and  hatred  for  the  preachers  of  the  Gospel. 
When  the  '  abomination  of  desolation  '  is  seen 
standing  in  the  holy  place,  '  then  let  them  that  are 
in  Judea  flee  to  the  mountains ' ;  it  will  be  the 
beginning  of  great  tribulation.  Hardly  has  the 
tribulation  ended,  when  '  immediately,'  says  Matt. 
24",  the  heavenly  bodies  shall  be  eclipsed,  and 
mighty  portents  shall  herald  the  arrival  of  the  Son 
of  Man  : 

■  MaU.  34,  liarh  13,  Xwb  31. 
■  So  MmO.  34>i  Huit  and  Luke  are  leu  definite. 
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Matt.  34»n. 

Mnrk  I3»". 

lMkexi"-».      ^H 

1                  And  they  shall  see 

And     then     shall 

And     then    shd^^| 

the  Son  of  man  com- 

they   see    the    Son 

they  see  the  Son  ^^| 

ing  on  the  clouds  of 

of   man    coming    in 

man    coming    in    ^^H 

heaven   with   power 

clouds    with     great 

cloud     with     powc^^l 

.,              and  great  glory. 

power  and  glory. 

and  great  glory.       ^^| 

t                  And  he  shall  send 

And  then  shall  be 

But    when     thes^H 

\              forth  his  angfls  with 

send  forth  the  angels. 

things  begin  to  com^^H 

a  great  sound  of  a 

and  shall  gather  to- 

to pass,  look  up,  an<^^H 

\              trumpet,    and     they 

gether  his  elect  from 

lift  up  yuur  heads^^| 

,              shall  gather  together 

the  four  winds,  from 

because      your      "^^1 

1             his   elect    from    the 

the  uttermost  pan  of 

demplion       drawet^^H 

]              four  winds,  from  one 

the  earth  to  the  utter- 

^^1 

:              end  of  heaven  to  the 

most  part  of  heaven. 

^H 

other. 

^H 

Is  it  asked  when  these  great  events  may  be  ex-^H 

pected  ?     The  language  is  as  definite  as  words  can^| 

make  it :  they  will  be  accomplished  in  the  life-tim<^H 

of  his  hearers :  and  the  announcement  is  confirme<^H 

with  solemn  asseveration. 

~^H 

Afatl.  a4»3M. 

Mark  \f^^. 

LuketY^'^-^.       ^^k 

j                   Even   so  ye  also, 

Even  so  ye  also, 

Even  so  ye  also^^^| 

I'             when   ye   see  these 

when    ye   see    these 

when    ye   see    theso^H 

'              things,  know  that  he 

thingscomingtopass. 

things     coming      M^H 

\or,  it]  is  nigh,  eotn 

know  ye  that  he  \or. 

pass,  know   ye   that^f 

at  the  doors. 

it]    is   nigh,   even   at 

the  kingdom  of  God  B 

the  doors. 

is  nigh.                         ^ 

Verily  I  »r  unto 

Verily  I  say  unto 

Verily  I  say  untoH 

1              you.  This  generation 

you,  This  generation 

you,  This  generatioB^^I 

shall  not  pass  away, 

shall  not  pass  away, 

shall  not  pass  awaf,^^! 

1              till   all    these  things 

until  all  these  things 

till  all  things  be  aM^H 

[              be  accomplished. 

be  accomplished. 

complished.               ^^| 

Heaven  and  earth 

Heaven  and  earth 

Heaven  and  earth^^l 

shall  pass  away,  but 

shall  pass  away,  but 

shall  pass  away,  but^^l 

my  words  shall  not 

my  words  shall  not 

my  words  shall   not^f 

pass  away. 

pass  away. 

pass  away.                ^H 
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And  when  the  Son  of  Man  arrived  what  would  hei 
do  ?     The  sequel  of  the    discourse  in  Matt.  25"'**  I 
describes  the  judgment-scene  when   the  nations  are  I 
gathered  before  the  throne  for  the  final  award.     No  1 
note  of  time  marks  it ;  but  the  language  of  Matt. 
16"**  leaves  us  in  no  doubt  ;  the  judgment  was  the 
natural  sequel  of  the  resurrection,  just  as  the  resur- 
rection would  immediately  follow,  as  Paul  taught,  on 
the  Advent. 

For  the  Son  of  man  shall  come  in  the  glory  of  his  Father  « 
his  angels ;  and  then  shall  he  render  unto  every  man  according 
to  his  deeds.  Verily  1  say  unto  you,  There  be  some  of  them  that 
stend  here,  which  shall  in  no  wise  taste  of  death,  till  they  see 
Son  of  man  coming  in  his  kingdom. 

Such  is  the  witness  of  the  Gospels.  What  does 
it  mean  ?  The  first  serious  study  of  these  utter- 
ances concerning  the  last  things,  the  first  recognition 
of  their  import  in  the  development  of  the  early 
Church,  may  be  said  to  have  proceeded  from  Prof. 
Colani  of  Strasburg  forty  years  ago.'  A  whole 
generation  of  scholars  has  discussed  the  difficulties 
which  they  present.  Every  biographer  of  Jesus  has 
had  his  own  explanation.  The  reports  of  the  several 
Evangelists  have  been  scrutinised,  and  their  occa- 
sional variations  have  been  minutely  noted.  The 
composition  of  the  great  discourse  on  the  Mount  of 
Olives  has  been  carefully  analysed,  with  the  result 
that  many  scholars  believe  it  to  embody  fragments 
of  a  little  Jewish  apocalypse.^     The  extent  of  these 

'  Id  bis  treatise  Ji'sus  ChriM  tl  hs  Crtyanai  MfssiarnqHa  44  aon  Ttmfis, 
1864. 

»  Sec  Charles,  Cnlioil  History,  p.  3)8 ;  Heniics,  Thi  EarlitU  Gosftl,  p.  13a ; 
Hodktt,  Hiilonail  N.T.,  p.  194.    Cp.  Fint  Thrit  Gaifirk,  and  ed.  pp.  247-9. 
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fragments  is  still  under  investigation ;  but  they  do| 
not  affect  the  main  question.  The  evidence  s 
complete,  according  to  the  accepted  identificatioal 
of  the  term  '  Son  of  Man '  with  Jesus,  that  '  the  1 
parousia  was  to  be  within  the  current  generation.' 
Such  is  the  judgment  of  Prof.  Charles  ;  and  he  con- 
tinues, '  We  must,  accordingly,  admit  that  this 
expectation  of  Christ  was  falsiBed.'^ 

Are  we,  however,  shut  up  to  that  interpretation? 
Is  it  so  certain,  after  all,  that  Jesus  intended  to  pre- 
dict his  own    return  ?      Why    does    he    always    de-  ] 
scribe    the    future    in    terms    of    the  advent  of  the  j 
•■'Son  of  Man  '  ?     Why  does  he  never  say,  '  Ye  shall  J 
see  me  coming'?     These  questions  open    up    per-f 
plexing  inquiries.     '  Again    and    again    as    we    read! 
these  passages,'  observes  one  of  the  most  impartial! 
of  students,*  '  the  question  involuntarily  recurs  to  thel 
mind,  Can  Jesus  mean  himself?'     I   have  ventured! 
to  argue  elsewhere  that  the  '  invariable  employment  I 
of  the  third  person  suggests  that  he  intended  to  draw  I 
a  clear    distinction    between    himself    and    his    own  | 
function,  and  the  event  which  he  designates  by  this 
emblematic  name."     In  the   mysterious  vision  de- 
scribed in  Daniel  7,  the  coming  of  '  one  like  unto  a  J 
son  of  man  with  clouds  of  heaven  '  denotes  the  es-  f 
tablishment  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  holy  people,  inJ 
contrast  with    the  bestial   forms   of    the    successive  | 

'  Critieal  Nisi,  p.  3JI.     With  his  sequel  we  are  cot  now  concenied  : 
the  error  ia  not  malerial.    It  is  id  reality  iiiaeparable  from  all  true  prophecy,'  etc.  \ 
'Dr.  DrutDtaotui,  ia  iheJoutMal  0/  T/itological  StHdits,  1901,  p.  566, 
■  FinI  Thrte  Goifiib,  and  ed.,  p.  255. 
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empires  beneath  which  Israel  had  suffered  ;  they  rose 
out  of  the  sea  and  passed  away.  May  not  Jesus 
have  used  the  same  symbol,  with  a  similar  meaning? 
May  it  not  be  that  he  designated  the  mighty  change 
which  should  usher  in  the  palingenesia,  the  great 
renewal  of  the  earth  and  heaven,'  by  this  solemn 
figure,  so  as  to  separate  himself  from  it  as  far  as 
possible,  instead  of  making  himself  the  centre  round 
which  all  revolved  ?  '  It  is  conceivable,'  writes 
Dr.  Drummond,  '  that  he  may  not  have  identified 
himself  as  Messiah  with  him  who  was  to  come  as 
the  conquering  Son  of  Man,  but  may  have  under- 
stood the  prophetic  vision  as  a  poetical  description 
of  the  spiritual  conquest  of  the  world's  brute  forces 
by  a  divinely  commissioned  humanity,  personified 
as  the  Son  of  Man,'  The  supposition  is  doubtless 
'  open  to  objection,'  but  the  same  critic  cautiously 
adds  that  *  it  seems  to  follow  '  from  the  facts  already 
pointed  out.* 

In  this  view  the  passages  which  describe  the 
'  coming '  are  regarded  as  essentially  authentic. 
Their  form  may  vary  slightly  in  the  different 
gospels,  but  in  the  main  they  represent  the  actual 
language  of  Jesus.  Another  school  of  critics,  how- 
ever, finds  a  way  out  along  a  different  path. 
Accepting  the  traditional  interpretation,  they  deny 
their  genuineness.  More  than  sixty  years  ago  Bruno 
Bauer  instituted  a  searching  examination  of  the 
Gospel    story,'    with  the   startling  issue  that  Jesus 

'  Malt.  19".        '/ok™.  0/  Tiuol.  Smdits,  1901,  p.  568. 
*  Krihi  drr  Evangel.  Gtsdt.  drr  Syttophlttn,  3  voU.  1841-1. 
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,  never  claimed  the  Messianic  character  at  all.  A 
similar  result  was  reached  by  Havet  in  more  recent 
times;'  and,  later  still,  it  was  one  of  the  principal 
positions  of  Dr.  Martineau  in  his  treatment  of  the 
person  of  Jesus  in  the  Seat  of  Authority  in  Religion, 
1890.  It  has  been  advocated  by  Wellhausen,  and 
supported  by  Lagarde.*  Nor  is  it  lacking  champions 
to-day.  Dr.  Wrede  {of  Breslau),  in  a  treatise  on 
'  the  Messianic  Secret  in  the  Gospels,'  regards  the 
presentation  of  Jesus  as  Messiah  even  by  Mark  as  a 
reflexion  back  on  to  his  earthly  career  of  a  function 
which  really  began  with  the  resurrection.'  It  is  one 
of  the  embarrassments  of  such  a  conception  that  it 
reduces  so  much  of  the  narratives  to  uncertainty,  and 
leaves  the  real  aim  of  Jesus  in  obscurity  and  gloom. 
That  is  no  serious  objection  to  Dr.  Wrede,  who  finds 
one  of  the  chief  obstacles  to  the  supposition 
Jesus  accepted  the  title,  in  the  impossibility  of  deteri 
mining  what  he  conceived  it  to  mean.  At  presentj 
however,  it  seems  to  be  felt  that  the  earlier  date 
now  usually  assigned  to  the  First  Three  Gospels 
not  favour  such  a  complete  reconstruction  of  th 
traditions,  and  the  view  that  Jesus  repudiated  tb 
Messianic  character  creates  more  difficulties  than  ; 
solves. 

But  this  enquiry  is  after  all  only  of  subordinad 
importance  to  those  who  do  not  regard  the  cycle  1 
Messianic  ideas  as  an  essential  part  of  their  religioi 

•  Le  Chrisfiam'amt  il  mi  Origints,  vol.  iv.  p.  15  ff. 
'  Plleiderer,  Urchraltnlhum.  ind.  ed.,  1903,  vol.  i.  p.  661. 
'  Da*  MtsaitagthnmnaiH  Jm  EvangtluH,  igoi,  p,  aaS. 
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As  we  look  at  the  forms  in  which  they  are  presented 
to  us  in  the  New  Testament,  do  we  not  see  that  they 
belong  to  a  world  conceived  very  differently  from 
that  which  we  know  ?  A  heaven  to  which  Messiah 
can  be  taken  up,  and  from  which  he  can  visibly 
descend, — a  resurrection  bringing  the  sleepmg  dead 
out  of  the  ground — a  Judgment  gathering  all  nations 
into  the  same  scene  for  one  great  assize — a  division 
of  time  into  two  ages,  that  which  now  is,  and  that 
which  is  to  come,  with  all  nature  as  a  shuddering 
witness  of  the  passage  from  one  to  the  other — a 
future  wherein  the  '  blessed '  and  the  '  cursed '  are 
hopelessly  parted,  and  the  latter  become  the  *  ever- 
lasting' companions  of  the  devil  and  his  angels' — all 
these  are  the  symbols  of  antique  ima^nation  to 
which  our  modern  thought  responds  no  more.  We 
may  employ  them  as  the  poetical  expression  of  a 
great  dramatic  idea ;  but  they  have  ceased  to  be 
true  to  fact.  They  belong  to  an  interpretation  of 
the  universe  which  science  has  destroyed ;  and  they 
imply  a  conception  of  life  too  narrow  and  limited 
for  the  infinite  possibilities  which  it  has  disclosed. 
Tenable  only  on  a  theory  which  made  the  earth  the 
central  plane  beneath  the  vault  of  heaven,  they  have 
been  put  to  flight  by  the  revelations  of  the  telescope. 
To  the  mighty  scale  of  space  and  time  demanded 
by  the  knowledge  of  to-day  they  are  altogether  in- 
adequate. They  had  their  significance  for  their  own 
age ;    they  were  the  vehicle    of    something   greater 


il  here  enquire  what  may  have  been  the  meaniiig  of  ibe  Greek 
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than  they  knew.  They  supplied  the  forms  which 
carried  the  ideas  of  Jesus  far  and  wide,  and  even 
supported  them  till  they  could  stand  alone.  But 
they  are  no  less  clearly  stamped  with  the  marks 
of  local  origin  and  temporary  character  than  the 
theory  of  demoniacal  possession.  They  are  the  pro- 
duct of  national  imagination,  working  on  the  suffer- 
ings of  Israel,  inspired  by  its  hopes  ;  but  they  cannot 
be  made  universal ;  and  only  that  which  is  universal 
can  permanently  express  man's  faith  in  God. 

Such  are  some  of  the  conditions  of  the  present 
study  of  the  origins  of  Christianity  so  far  as  they 
are  presented  in  the  First  Three  Gospels.  It  has 
been  impossible  to  do  more  than  indicate  the 
changes  that  have  come  over  our  conception  of 
the  problems  to  be  solved,  and  the  causes  which 
have  produced  them.  The  student  must  judge  for 
himself  how  far  the  new  lines  of  enquiry  are  legiti- 
mate, and  the  new  methods  sound.  The  work  is 
slow  and  full  of  difficulty  ;  we  are  only  just  beginning 
to  realize  how  slow,  how  difficult.  The  fragmentary 
character  of  the  records  renders  a  '  life  '  of  Jesus  In 
the  ordinary  biographical  sense  for  ever  unattain- 
able t  we  cannot  even  determine  heyond  doubt  the 
years  of  his  birth  or  death.'  Certainty  about  many 
of  the  incidents  of  his  career  is  beyond  our  reach; 

'  Tbus  Keim  dated  his  entrance  into  public  life  in  the  year  34  a.d. 
'  Nothing  in  the  world  is  so  certsin  as  that  Jesus,  taking  the  widest  limita  of 
bis  laboura,  was  at  work  solely  and  entirely  between  the  years  33-35  of  our 
reckoning,"  Jesus  of  Nazara,  toL  ii.  p.  385.  The  crucifiiion  is  aherwards 
assigned  to  35,  and  bis  baptism  lo  34.  Modem  chronology  inclinea  r&tber 
to  99. 
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and  we  must  abandon  the  attempt  in  many  things  to 
know  him  as  he  was. 

But  the  teaching  of  Jesus  is  not  involved  in  the 
same  obscurity.  We  can  study  his  essential  thoughts ; 
to  us,  no  less  than  to  the  first  disciples,  are  his  ideas 
lull  of  light  and  strength-  They  are,  in  part,  as  we 
have  seen,  dependent  on  the  intellectual  conditions 
of  their  time ;  but  in  part  they  rise  above  the  limi- 
tations of  race  or  age  into  the  realm  of  the  eternal. 
How  far  can  they  be  brought  to  bear  on  our  own 
lives?  How  far  can  they  be  translated  into  other 
phases  of  experience  ?  Such  questions  were  im- 
plicitly asked  at  an  early  stage  in  the  history  of 
Christian  life,  and  found  their  answer  in  the  Fourth 
Gospel.  A  similar  need  besets  us  to-day.  Our 
conceptions  of  the  world  have  vastly  changed,  and 
our  outlook  is  no  longer  that  of  the  Teacher  and 
the  Twelve.  Our  knowledge  has  expanded  in  every 
direction.  We  survey  our  globe  with  its  myriads  of 
peoples  in  every  stage  of  social  development ;  we  trace 
the  age-long  history  of  our  race  through  perspectives 
of  distance  of  which  the  writers  of  the  ancient 
Scriptures  never  dreamed.  On  every  hand  the 
kingdom  of  science  expands  its  mighty  realm,  and 
with  bewildering  speed  and  complexity  immense 
accessions  offer  themselves  on  every  hand.  But  we 
go  back  to  the  Gospels  for  the  fresh  impulses  and 
the  abiding  trusts  of  our  religion.  There  is  the  im- 
personation of  the  prophetic  ideal,  where  faith  and 
conduct  support  and  confirm  each  other.  Histori- 
cally, it  cannot  be  denied  that  Jesus  is  the  ultimate 
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creator  of  the  Christian  character,  the  primal  source 
of  the  Christian  life.  That  character  embodies  the 
loftiest  goodness  that  we  know ;  that  life  is  rooted 
deepest  in  the  love  of  God  and  man.  To  live  that 
life  ourselves,  to  quicken  it  in  others,  to  establish  it 
as  the  guide  of  citizenship  at  home,  and  to  carry  it 
forth  among  the  nations  of  the  earth — this  is  the 
contribution  which  God  calls  upon  each  one  of  us  to 
make  towards  that  great  purpose  which  philosophy 
may  describe  as  the  education  of  the  race,  but  which 
religion  will  still  designate  the  salvation  of  the  world. 


LECTURE  VII. 


THE    FOURTH    GOSPEL 


The  student  of  the  Gospels  is  soon  confronted  by 
the  differences  between  the  First  Three  and  the 
Fourth.  That  Synoptic  view  which  unites  Matthew, 
Mark,  and  Luke,  is  dissolved  into  new  glories  under 
the  hand  of  John.  Herder,  as  we  have  seen,  was 
keenly  conscious  of  the  change,  and  described  the 
Fourth  Gospel  as  the  *  echo  of  the  older  Gospels  in 
a  higher  key.'  ^  Even  in  the  third  century  its  pecu- 
liar character  so  impressed  some  of  the  teachers  of 
the  Church  that  they  called  it  the  *  pneumatic  '  or 
*  spiritual  *  Gospel.  What  is  the  secret  of  this  char- 
acter ?  In  what  manner  does  it  express  itself  ? 
What  value  is  to  be  attached  to  the  new  forms  of 
thought  which  it  presents  ?  How  far  can  the  record 
be  connected  with  an  actual  follower  of  the  Master? 
These  are  questions  with  which  the  investigations  of 
the  last  decades  have  been  closely  occupied.  Every 
lover  of  the  Gospel  desires  answers  to  them.  What 
answers   are   possible   in   the  light  of  our  present 

1  U€L  v.,  oHkt  p.  854. 
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knowledge?  To  expound  them  fully  would  require 
a  treatise.  But  an  attempt  must  be  made,  however 
inadequately,  to  indicate  the  movements  of  thought 
on  this  difficult  and  complicated  theme. 


I. 

At  the  outset  it  must  be  observed  that  the 
whole  story  of  the  ministry  of  Jesus  is  set  in 
a  new  frame  both  of  time  and  place.  The  First 
Three  Gospels  apparently  distribute  his  public 
activity  into  two  unequal  periods,  the  earlier  occu- 
pied by  his  preaching  in  Galilee,  the  later  by  his 
journey  to  Jerusalem,  the  last  days  of  teaching  in 
the  temple,  his  arrest  and  execution.  The  crisis 
dividing  the  two  occurs  in  the  retreat  at  Caesarea 
Philippi  beneath  the  slopes  of  Hermon.  There 
Peter  formally  acknowledges  Jesus  as  Messiah,  and 
he,  in  his  turn,  announces  to  the  disciples  his  purpose 
to  make  the  great  venture  and  proceed  to  the  capital 
{Mark  8^*»,  Matt.  16^*-^,  Luke  9^**).  The  passover 
at  which  he  suffers  is  thus  the  only  feast  which  he 
publicly  attends.  Assuming  that  if  the  Evangelists 
had  known  of  earlier  visits  to  Jerusalem  at  previous 
festivals,  they  would  have  recorded  them,  we  may 
infer  that  they  conceived  his  active  career  to  have 
been  embraced  in  the  interval  between  the  passover 
at  which  he  suffered  and  the  same  feast  twelve 
months  before.  It  was  thus  all  brought  within  a 
year,  and  this  period  was  sometimes  identified   by 
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early  Christian  writers  with  '  the  acceptable  year  of 
the  Lord  '  {hai.  6\\  Luke  4"»). 

But  the  Fourth  Gospel  more  than  doubles  this 
duration.  Its  chronological  scheme  appears  to  in- 
clude at  least  three  passovers  {fohit  3"",  6*,  and 
13'),  so  that  the  ministry  of  Jesus  extends  over  more 
than  two  years.  An  unnamed  feast,  5',  has  even 
been  identified  with  the  passover  by  both  ancient  and 
modem  scholars ;  and  four  passovers  would  thus 
include  three  years.' 

The  greater  length  thus  assigned  to  Messiah's 
career  naturally  requires  more  incidents  to  fill  it ; 
and  the  scene  of  his  teaching  shifts  time  after  time 
from  south  to  north  and  back  again.  From  the 
Jordan  bank,  i*^,  where  Andrew  already  announces 
to  Simon  '  We  have  found  the  Messiah,'  and  Simon 
receives  the  name  Cephas  (or  Peter),  he  passes 
(on  the  third  day)  to  Cana  of  Galilee,  2' ;  thence 
to  Jerusalem  for  the  passover,  2",  and  afterwards 
again  to  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Jordan,  3",  where 
he,  like  John,  baptized.'  From  there  he  travels 
through  Samaria  to  Galilee,  4*^  ",  and  once  more.  5', 
goes  up  to  Jerusalem.  The  '  persecution  '  which 
follows  the  cure  of  the  impotent  man  on  the  Sabbath, 
5",  apparently  drives  him  from  the  metropolis,  and 

'  This  slew  is  now,  however,  generally  abaodooed.  Weatcolt  »dopW  the 
new  year's  festival  of  tnimpeU.  io  September;  Weiss  prcFers  Purim  in  March; 
ua  10  H.  Holtimann  under  reserve  ;  Dads,  ExpotHor'i  GrttJ,  Tisl.,  does  nol 
decide.     The  difficulty  is  sigBificont. 

'  This  isafienvards  correcled,4';  hut  it  is  already  implied  iu  the  language 
of  Jestu  to  Nicodemus,  3',  concerning  birth  "of  water  aod  the  spirit.'  Wendt, 
T)u  GotfitI  according  to  Si.  John  (I901).  p,  120,  perceiving  the  incongruity, 
»  that  the  words  '  water  and  '  have  beeu  editorially  added. 
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after  he  has  vindicated  himself  in  a  prolonged  dis- 
course, 5**^^,  he  withdraws  to  *  the  other  side  of  the 
Sea  of  Galilee/  6*.  A  passover  follows,  which  he 
does  not  attend,  6*,  sojourning  in  Galilee  till  the 
September  festival  of  Tabernacles,  7^'*,  when  he  pre- 
sents himself  in  the  temple  in  the  middle  of  the  feast 
and  teaches".  No  return  to  Galilee  is  recorded; 
colloquy  after  colloquy  follows  in  the  capital ;  the 
next  note  of  time  is  in  December,  three  months  later, 
at  the  feast  of  the  Dedication,  10**.  Once  more  the 
hostility  of  the  Jews  compels  his  retirement,  and  he 
finds  a  refuge  beyond  Jordan  in  the  scene  of  the  first 
days  where  John  had  baptized,  io*°.  The  death  of 
Lazarus  brings  him  to  Bethany,  and  the  Sanhedrin 
already  determines  on  his  death,  1 1*"*.  Again, 
therefore,  he  leaves  the  scene  of  danger,  this  time 
for  the  upland  country  near  Bethel,  north  of  Jeru- 
salem.^ The  passover  is  once  more  at  hand.  But 
Jesus  does  not  travel  by  the  eastern  route  with  a 
crowd  of  disciples  (as  in  Matt,  and  Mark).  There 
is  no  passage  through  Jericho ;  no  Bartimaeus  sits 
by  the  wayside  calling  for  mercy  to  the  Son  of 
David  ;  no  Zacchaeus  climbs  a  tree  to  see  him  pass. 
He  reappears  in  the  home  of  Mary  and  Martha  at 
Bethany,  and  when  Mary  pours  forth  the  precious 
ointment  on  him,  he  recognises  it  as  a  funeral  rite, 
12^  The  next  day  he  rides  in  to  Jerusalem  and 
receives  the  welcome  of  the  populace  as  '  king  of 
Israel.*  The  story  here  coalesces  with  the  Synoptic 
narrative,  and  the  last  days  have  arrived. 

^  11^;  on  the  identification  of  Ephraim  see  Holtzmann  in  loco. 
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In  a  scheme  so  different  it  is  inevitable  that  in- 
cidents which  are  common  to  the  two  types  should 
be  lodged  at  different  places  on  the  way.  The 
anointing,  for  instance,  is  placed  by  Mark  and 
Matthew  in  the  house  not  of  Lazarus  but  of  Simon 
the  leper,  immediately  before  the  passover,  some 
days  after  his  first  appearance  in  the  city.  Two 
more  conspicuous  departures  from  prior  records  of 
tradition  may  be  noted.  The  entry  of  Jesus  into 
Jerusalem  is  followed  in  the  First  Three  Gospels 
(either  on  the  same  day,  Matt.,  Luke,  or  the  next 
day,  Mark)  by  the  expulsion  of  the  traffickers  from 
the  temple.  The  daring  act  concentrates  on  him 
the  hatred  of  the  authorities,  and  is  one  of  the  prime 
causes  of  his  subsequent  arrest.  The  Fourth  Gospel, 
however,  assigns  it  to  the  first  Passover,  3'*"'*,  two 
years  before,  without,  however,  any  of  the  aids  of 
popular  enthusiasm  to  support  the  Teacher  who  (as 
in  the  Synoptics)  has  just  arrived  with  a  large  con- 
course of  followers.  Strangely  enough,  it  rouses  no 
opposition.  No  consequences  ensue ;  and  the  act 
which  in  the  earlier  narratives  really  costs  him  his 
life,  excites  no  notice  which  the  biographer  thinks  it 
worth  while  to  report.  No  student  will  now  believe, 
with  the  elder  harmonists,  that  the  incident  was 
really  repeated.  Those  who  accept  the  apostolic 
authorship  may,  with  Prof.  Sanday,'  prefer  the 
earlier  date.  Historical  probability,  however,  pleads 
strongly  for  the  later.* 

■  Id  Hulings'  Dia.  ofiht  BibU,  vol  ii.  p.  613. 


'  BacoD,  Introd.  t 


tin  N.T.  (1900),  suppoKi  that  the  narrative  inJokH  baa 
BB  2 
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Another  highly  significant  instance  is  found  i 
the  divergences  concerning  the  account  of  the  lai 
supper    and    the    day    on    which    Jesus    died. 
Synoptic  narratives  agree  in  representing  the  M 
as  '  eating  the  passover '  with  the  disciples, 
join  together  in  the  national  celebration  when  I 
paschal   lamb  was  slain  and  roasted  for  the  fe 
meal :     '  with    desire    I    have    desired    to    eat 
passover  with  you  before  I  suffer,'  Luke  22^*. 
in  the  Fourth  Gospel  the  parting  supper  takes  plat 
'  before  the  feast  of  the   passover,'  13'.     The  an 
follows    the    same    night ;    early    next    morning 
captors  have  still  the  passover  before  them, 
and  it  is  the   'preparation'    day,    19'**'.     Jesus, 
fact,  dies  about  the  hour  when  the  paschal  lamb  \ 
slain.      He  is  mysteriously  identified  with  it  by 
application    to  him  of  the  Levitica!  rubric  that  1 
bone  of  it  should  be  broken,    19™  cp.  Exod.  12* 
and  the  narrative  thus  rests  on  the  idea  express* 
by  Paul,  '  Our  passover  also   hath  been   sacrifice! 
even  Christ,'    1    Cor.  5^,     No  one  now  seriously  . 
tempts  to  conciliate  these  two  dates*  ;  but  opinloH 
naturally  varies  as  to  the  more  probable,  and  1 
of  opposite  schools  such  as  the  late  Bishop  Westo 

becD  misplaced,  and  really  belongs  to  the  laiit  days.    See  bis  n 
and  his  gentral  argunienl  concerning  frequent  diaarrangements  i 
Another  distinguished  American  scholar  once  told  me  that  he  belicTcd  I 
three  Johanninc  passovers  to  be  the  same. 

'  Gibers  suggest  an  allusion  to  a  free  Greek  readerine  of  PsattH  34". 

*  At  least,  with  our  present  texts.    For  instance,  the  problem 
by  Sanday,  Hastings'  Did.  of  Iht  Bible,  vol.  ii.  p,  634;  and  by  Dods,  £ 
Grttk  Tt3l.,  vol.  i.  p.  814. 
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and  Dr.  Sanday  on  the  one  side,  and  Dr.  Abbott 
and  Prof.  Bacon  on  the  other,  unite  in  preferring  the 
Johannine  view.' 

When  the  record  of  external  events  thus  differs, 
it  is  not  surprising  that  the  presentment  of  the 
Teacher's  word  and  work  should  differ  also.  Here 
is  no  preaching  of  'the  Gospel.'*  The  'kingdom 
of  God,'  the  theme  of  so  many  parables  and  sayings 
in  the  Synoptic  ministry,  is  named  only  in  the  con- 
versation with  Nicodemus,  John  3'^  No  call  to 
repentance  awakens  the  guilty  conscience ;  no 
promise  of  forgiveness  kindles  the  sinner's  hope. 
In  place  of  these  great  ideas  which  play  so  im- 
portant a  part  in  the  Synoptic  records,  the  Fourth 
Gospel  represents  Jesus  as  describing  himself  in 
figures, '  1  am  the  door,  the  good  shepherd,  the  vine;' 
or  deals  with  high  abstract  conceptions,  with  sym- 
bols and  emblems,  arranged  in  pairs  of  opposites, 
God  being  set  over  against  the  world,  truth  against 
falsehood,  light  against  darkness,  love  against  hatred, 
and  life  against  death.  From  these  summits  of 
thought  the  Teacher  speaks,  no  longer  on  the 
common  things  of  homely  interest,  in  short  preg- 
nant sayings  where  a  phrase  frequently  contains  a 
picture,  or  in  the  brief  tales  where  some  simple  in- 

'  Bacon's  irgument,  Introd.  p.  367,  thai  Paul's  comparison  would  be  WBfy 
itrugE  if  the  fvcdI  had  taken  place  a  day  afler  the  paschal  rite,  seems  to 
ntlribule  an  exactness  of  thought  to  the  Apostle  which  is  not  prontineDt  in 
some  or  his  other  analogies.  More  weight  atlacbes  to  Dr.  Abbott's  remarks, 
Encycl.  Bnt,  vol.  i.  p.  SaS.  WestcoM,  Iiilmd.  to  ikt  Study  of  Iht  Goiptis,  6lh 
ed,  iSSi,  p.  344,  decided  for  the  Johannine  dale,  and  endeavoured  to  reconcile 
Ihs  Synoptists  with  it, 

•  Cp.  Mi.  i'*-",  MM.  4»  9». 
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I  cidents  bring  types  of  character  into  clear  relief,  but 

I  often  in  sustained   discourse,   sometimes  so  closely 

'  linked   with  the   writer's    comment  or  continuation, 

that  it  is  hard  to  tell  where  the  speaker  ends  and 

the  expositor  begins.'     To  the  farewell  address  at 

the  last  supper,  ^ohn  14-16,  with  the  prayer  which 

'  follows   in    17,  no  parallel   exists   in  the  Synoptics. 

I  The    groups    of    sayings    aggregated    in    Matihew's 

[  sermon  on  the   Mount   are   obviously   collected  out 

of  smaller  clusters,  as  the  different  distribution  of 

!  much    of   the    material    in  Ltike  sufficiently  proves. 

,  But  the  discourse  in  which  fesus  prepares  the  dis- 

I  ciples  for  his  departure,  is  bound  tngether  by  certain 

'  common  Ideas,  and  although  a   close  seems  to  be 

j  reached  in    14",  it  is  hard  to  believe  that  chapters 

-15-16  ever   occupied  any  other    position    than   the 

,  place  where  they  now  stand.*    Yet  how  unlike  is 

I  this  utterance  to    the  brief   colloquies    of  the   First 

Three  narratives,  and  especially  to  that  strange  irony 

{Luke  22")  with  which  the   Master,  foreseeing  the 

I  tragic  issue  of  the  night,  recommended  the  disciple 

'  without  purse  to  sell  his  cloak  and  buy  a  sword  !         , 

Once    more,    the    crises    of    the    story    have    all'i 

!  changed.     Unlike  the  Christ  of  the  Synoptics,  whoJ 

'  There  are,  of  courie,  terse  ultcrances  of  the  synoptic  type;  but  t 
iracterislic  alyle  is  foutid  rather  in  the  development  of  ideas  and  priodple»J 
ncwhat  after  the  fashioa  of  a  composer  working  out  a  mu.<iica)  Ihemc 
•  Bacon  proposes  to  insert  these  chapters  after  13";  Spitta  after  13 
'    Wendt  after  13*  {GosfitI,  etc.,  p.  103-4},     But  this  last  arrangement  ! 
conueiioQ  of  Peter'n   question  in  "  with  Chriat's  announcement 
departure  to  a  place  where  he  could  not  be  followed  in  ".     What  c 
could  the  question  have  after  16^"  ?  and  who  does  not  see  a  sutdime  do* 
'   (perhaps  the  most  wonderful  in  sacred  literature)  in  16"**"  ? 
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in  the  earliest  form  of  the  traditions,  receives  no  re- 
cognition as  Messiah  even  from  his  own  disciples  till 
the  question  is  plainly  put  to  them  at  Caesarea 
Philippi  'Who  say  ye  that  I  am?'.'  the  Johannine 
Jesus  is  attested  by  the  Baptist  and  accepted  in  that 
character  from  the  outset.  Andrew  reports  to  Simon 
'  We  have  found  the  Messiah,'  1"  ;  Philip  perceives  in 
him  the  fulfilment  of  prophetic  hopes,  and  Nathanael 
hails  him  as  'King  of  Israel,'  i".  To  the  Samari- 
tan woman  Jesus  declares  his  dignity,  4°°;  and  the 
townsmen  believe  in  him  as  '  indeed  the  Saviour  of 
the  world,'  4".  To  fulfil  the  Father's  will  he  has  him- 
self come  down  from  heaven,  6**;  and  authority  has 
been  given  to  him  to  execute  judgment,  5",  and 
raise  up  the  believer  at  the  last  day,  &".  Viewed  as 
the  Son  of  God  before  mortal  birth,  he  needed  no 
heavenly  voice  at  the  baptism  to  assure  him  of  his 
august  parentage,  and  these  incidents  therefore  are 
not  reproduced ;  while  the  descent  of  the  Spirit  which 
in  earlier  traditions  was  the  emblem  of  Messianic 
unction,  is  converted  into  a  sign  for  the  Baptist,  1°*". 
In  the  consciousness  of  the  heavenly  Son,  there  can 
be  no  place  for  struggle,  and  no  temptation  arrests 
him  at  the  outset ;  nor  can  he  whose  meal  it  was  to 
do  the  Father's  will,  feel  any  conflict  even  in  the 
face  of  Death  ;  and  accordingly  with  the  rebukes  to 
Satan  in  the  wilderness  there  vanishes  also  the 
prayer  beneath  the  olives  of  Gethsemane.  Instead 
of  those  glimpses  of  the  victory  of  the  willing  spirit 
over  the  feeble  flesh,  which  has  ever  since  sustained 

>  See  snft,  Lect  VI..  p.  3}o. 
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the  strength  of  the  weary  or  despairing  disciple,^  the 
figure  of  Jesus  stands  with  majestic  calm,  and  a 
Roman  cohort  of  six  hundred  men  falls  prostrate 
before  him  as  he  declares  who  he  is,  i8*^.  Before 
Pilate  he  breaks  the  Synoptic  silence  by  the  an- 
nouncement that  he  was  bom  to  bear  witness  of  the 
truth,  18";  and  on  the  cross  he  proclaims  the 
achievement  of  the  heavenly  purpose.  When  he  can 
say  *it  is  finished,'  19",  the  work  given  him  to  do  is 
ended,  and  he  may  re-enter  the  glory  of  the  eternal 
home,  1 7*"*.  No  greater  contrast  can  be  conceived 
to  the  appalling  cry,  'My  God,  my  God,  why  hast 
thou  forsaken  me  ! ' 

Do  the  First  Three  Gospels  and  the  Fourth 
really  depict  the  same  person  ?  In  the  language  of 
the  Dean  of  Westminster,*  *We  are  constrained  to 
ask,  can  both  these  representations  be  historically 
true  ?  or  is  the  one  the  simple  and  natural  story  of 
the  facts,  and  the  other  the  poetic  creation  of  an 
ideal  life  of  Christ  ?  ' 


II. 

The  twentieth  century  is  not  the  first  to  put 
these  questions.  They  were  asked  in  this  country  as 
long  ago  as  1792,  by  Edward  Evanson,  ex- vicar  of 
Tewkesbury,  in  a  remarkable  little  volume  published 
at  Ipswich  under  the  title  of  The  Dissonance  of 
the  Four  Generally  Received  Evangelists,  and  the 

1  On  12*7  q>.  Dr.  Abbott,  Enc,  Brit  vol.  x.  p.  827. 
*  Dr.  Armitage  Robinsoii,  Tht  Study  of  tkt  GospeU  (1902),  p.  137. 
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Evidence  of  their  Respective  Authenticity  examined} 
The  comparative  study  of  the  Gospels  was  then  in 
its  infancy, and  Evanson  worked  as  a  pioneer.  'Un- 
connected for  above  fifteen  years  with  any  religious 
sect  or  party  whatsoever '  (so  he  wrote  in  his 
preface),  '  disdaining  the  office  of  teacher  of  so  plain 
a  thing  as  Christianity  considered  as  a  lucrative 
occupation,  and  too  far  advanced  in  life  to  have  any 
temporal  interest  in  view,  the  author  trusts  his  mind 
has  been  perfectly  unbiassed  and  impartial  in  its  in- 
vestigations.' The  results  were  sufficiently  startling. 
The  Fourth  Gospel  and  the  Apocalypse  could  not 
proceed  from  the  same  author.  And  the  contrasts 
between  fohn  and  Matthew  concerning  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  Baptist  and  the  first  disciples,  or 
between  fohn  and  Luke  in  the  account  of  the  last 
Supper,  were  highly  unfavourable  to  the  assumption 
of  apostolic  authorship.  No  less  so  was  the 
emphatic  recognition  of  the  Messianic  character  of 
Jesus  from  the  outset  of  his  ministry  ;  while  it  was 
curiously  argued  from  the  use  of  the  Latin  word 
fiagellum  '  barbarously  written  in  Greek  characters  ' 
(pkragellion."  scoutgt,'  yohn  2",)  that  the  writer  could 
not  have  lived  till  after  the  beginning  of  the  second 
century.^     Soon  after  iSoo,  voices  of  doubt  began 

'  The  author  had  been  prosecuted  for  heresy  in  1771,— the  prosecution 
failed  OQ  lecbnical  grounds  in  1775— but  the  principal  inhabituits  of  Tewkes- 
bury subscribed  to  pay  their  vicar's  costs.  He  afterwards  resigned  his  living 
in  1778. 

*  Into  this  period  there  also  fell  Malllma  and  Mark  {Luit  atone  being 
saved  as  authentic  history),  the  Pauline  letters  to  the  Romans,  Efhiaians, 
■nd  ColoisiaHs,  Htirtws,  and  the  Catholic  Epistles.  Jamts,  Pilrr,  John, 
aodjudt. 
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to  be  raised  in  Germany/  which  reached  their  fullest 
expression  in  the  famous  Probabtlia  of  Dr.  Bretsch- 
neider  in  1820.*  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  two  years 
later  he  declared  in  the  preface  to  the  second  edition 
of  his  Dogmatik  that  he  himself  adhered  to  the 
Johannine  origin  of  the  Gospel,  and  had  only  stated 
the  case  against  it  to  secure  a  more  vigorous  defence,* 
his  book  proved  the  starting-point  of  all  subsequent 
investigation.  It  supplied  a  basis  for  Strauss.  The 
great  argument  of  Baur*  was  wrought  out  with  his 
usual  independence,  but  Bretschneider  had  prepared 
the  way.  Nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century  later  Keim ' 
modified  the  extreme  Tubingen  position  by  carrying 
the  Gospel  back  into  the  reign  of  Trajan,  and  placing 
it  between  the  years  100  and  117  A.D.  Yet  he 
would  have  no  compromise  with  intermediate  views 
like  that  which  Weizsacker  had  announced  three 
years  before,'  in  ascribing  it  to  a  redaction  by  a 
disciple  founded  on  memories  of  apostolic  teaching 
at  Ephesus.  The  spell  of  Baur's  analysis  was  too 
potent.  So  radical  a  transformation  of  the  life  and 
teaching  of  Jesus  could  not  be  attributed  even  in  a 
secondary  sense  to  a  companion  of  the  Teacher 
from  Nazareth. 

*  Cp.   Reuss,  History  of  the  Sacred  Scriptures  of  the  New    Testament, 
transl.  Houghton,  1884. 

*  See  ante,  Lect.  V.,  p.  267. 

*  Encycl.  Brit.  vol.  iv.  (1875),  P-  262. 
*■  See  ante,  Lect.  V.,  p.  268. 

*  In   the  first  vol.   of  his  Geschickte  Jesu,   1 867 :   Engl,  transl.,  vol.  i., 
pp.  141-232. 

*  Untersuchnngen,  1864 ;  see  his  later  position  in  the  ApostoUe  Agt^  vol  ii. 
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The  Tubingen  criticism  at  first  attracted  little 
attention  in  this  country.  A  few  students  here  and 
ithere  had,  indeed,  been  powerfully  affected  by  it.  The 
'main  principles  of  its  conception  of  the  early  develop- 
itnent  of  Christianity  had  been  expounded  by  the  Rev. 
[James  Martineau  in  an  article  on  Hippolytus  ;'  and 
it  lay  at  the  back  of  his  criticism  of  Renan's  Life  of 
Jesus  in  1863.  But  it  was  his  colleague,  the  Rev. 
John  James  Tayler,^  who  opened  the  serious  discussion 
of  the  whole  Johannine  question  to  English  readers 
in  1867  by  the  publication  of  his  Attempt  to  ascertain 
the  Character  of  the  Fourth  Gospel,  especially  in 
its  Relation  to  the  Three  First.  Mr.  Tayler  dwelt 
,on  the  discrepancies  between  the  Gospel  and  the 
book  of  Revelation,  which  could  not,  he  urged,  pro- 
ceed from  the  same  hand.  But  the  attestation  of 
.antiquity  was  much  stronger  for  the  Apocalypse 
than  for  the  Gospel  ;  the  martyr  Justin,  for  example, 
expressly  attributing  the  first  to  the  apostle,  and 
;jiever  naming  the  second.  The  contrast  between 
he  main  conceptions  of  the  Synoptic  writers  and 
those  of  '  John  '  proved  that  the  latter  must  be  long 
posterior  in  date.  The  doctrine  of  the  Logos  or 
Word '  was  unknown  to  Paul,  and  the  controversies 
in  which  the  Apostle  had  pleaded  the  cause  of  the 
'Gentiles  were  all  hushed  to  rest.  The  access  of 
non-Jews  to  the  saving  knowledge  was  welcomed, 
and  in  the  vehement  repudiation  of  the  law  and  the 
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prophets — '  all  that  ever  came  before  me  are  thieves 
and  robbers ' — there  were  signs  of  a  final  and 
decisive  breach  with  Judaism.  For  this  no  period 
seemed  so  fitting  as  the  cruel  persecution  of 
Christians  by  Jews  under  Bar-Kochba,  from  which 
they  were  delivered  by  the  collapse  of  his  revolt  and 
the  second  destruction  of  Jerusalem,  A.D.  135.  To 
the  decades  following  that  year,  therefore,  between 
135  and  160,  the  Gospel  might  be  probably 
assigned.  In  guarded  language  Mr.  Tayler  finally 
pointed  to  the  Second  and  Third  Letters,  both  of 
which  were  written  in  the  name  not  of  an  Apostle 
but  of  a  Presbyter  or  *  Elder.'  Of  such  a  Presbyter 
John  there  were  traditions  in  the  church  at  Ephesus.* 
Eusebius  had  even  asked  whether  the  Apocalypse 
might  not  have  proceeded  from  him.  There  was 
another  alternative.  The  Presbyter  John  might 
have  written  the  Gospel.* 

Thus  was  the  Tubingen  criticism  fairly  launched 
in  this  country.  No  student  of  the  history  of  the 
discussion  will  fail  to  recognise  (with  Bishop  Light- 
foot)  the  transparent  sincerity  of  the  investigation 
just  summarised.  Recent  enquiry  has,  indeed, 
moved  away  from  its  results,  though  some  of  them 
do  not  lack  active  champions  at  the  present  day ; 
Dr.  Abbott  still  pleading  that  the  Fourth  Gospel  was 
not  known  to  Justin  (145-149  A.D.),  and  Schmiedel 

^  See  the  testimony  of  Papias  below. 

^  This  suggestion  made  some  years  before  by  M.  Nicolas,  was  fiercely 
condemned  by  Keim,  Jesus  of  Nazara^  u  227.  It  has  been  recently  defended 
by  Hamack;  see  below. 
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I  and  Pfleiderer  finding  in  John  5" — '  if  another 
shall  come  in  his  own  name,  him  ye  will  receive ' — 

f  a  probable  allusion  to  Bar-Kochba's  claim  to  be 
Messiah.'     For  a  time,  however,  there  seemed  little 

I  alternative  between  the  recognition  of  apostolic 
authorship  on  the  one  hand,  and  a  date  verging 
towards  the  middle  of  the  second  century  on  the 
other.  The  first  was  advocated  by  the  great 
Anglican  scholars  Dr.  Lightfool' and  Dr.  Westcott,' 
to  whose  representative  position  Dr.  Sanday*  by  right 
succeeds.  The  counter  view  found  its  advocates  in 
Dr.  Samuel  Davidson,  the  author  of  Supernatural 
fiel-.gton,  Matthew  Arnold — who  thought  it  possible 
by  pure  literary  judgments  to  isolate  specific  sayings 
as  undoubtedly  authentic,''  a  method  which  severer 
critics  do  not  sanction, — and  Dr  Martineau.*  How 
does  the  controversy  stand  to-day  ?  Is  it  possible 
in  a  few  paragraphs  to  indicate  its  leading  aspects  ? 
An  attempt  must  at  least  be  made  to  display  to  the 
general  reader  the  nature  of  the  evidence  on  which 
different  judgments  rest. 

At  the  outset  it  may   be    noted  that  there  is  a 
practically  unanimous  consent  that  the  author  of  the 

■  Schmiedel  in  Eneyct.  Bibl.  ii.  2551 ;  Pfleiderer,  UrthnaUHlhutti,  and  ed. 
1903,  vol.  ii.,  p.  440.  Pfleiderer  adds  1 1** and  1 6^  aa  probabte  refereDces  to  the 
ntuation  created  by  the  :>econd  Jewish  war. 

'  Sre  the  lectures  from  1B71  onwards  collected  in  Biblieal  Eisayi,  1893. 

'  ThiGosptl  according  lo  Si.  John  in  the  Speaker  s  Commentary,  18S1. 

*  AullioTship  and  Hiilorical  Character  0/ Iht  FoHTlh  GosfitI,  187a;  In^ra- 
lion,  1S93  ;  and  various  essays  and  articles  since. 

*  God  OHii  Ihi  BibU.  chaps.  V.  and  vi. 

'  The  Stat  0/ Auilwrily  in  RtUpon,  1890,  pp.  189-143. 
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Fourth  Gospel  was  acquainted  with  the  First  Three. 
The  narratives  which  they  have  in  common,  such  as 
the  feeding  of  the  five  thousand,  the  entry  into  Jeru- 
salem, or  some  of  the  scenes  of  the  Passion,  are 
marked  by  traits  of  correspondence  or  correction 
which  show  that  the  writer  used  the  Synoptic 
records  in  some  one  of  their  possible  stages.  A 
single  instance  must  suffice.  The  story  of  the 
anointing  of  Jesus,  placed  by  Mark  and  Matthew 
just  before  the  Passover,  is  attached  in  ^ohn  1 2**" 
to  the  eve  of  his  public  entry  into  Jerusalem. 
Moreover,  it  is  transferred  from  the  house  of  Simon 
the  leper  to  that  of  Lazarus  and  his  sisters.  But 
it  is  the  same  story ;  the  costly  ointment,  the  dis- 
ciples' anger  at  '  this  waste,*  the  suggestion  that  its 
value — three  hundred  pence — should  have  been  given 
to  the  poor,  these  are  all  there;  and  the  final 
justification  of  the  devout  and  loving  act,  *  The  poor 
ye  have  always  with  you,  but  me  ye  have  not  always,' 
coincides  verbally  with  Matt,  26^^  cp.  Mark  14^ 
What  place,  then,  is  there  for  Luke,  who  relates  a 
very  different  incident,  7*^"^  ?  The  reader  who  com- 
pares ^ohn  with  Matthew  and  Mark  will  notice  that 
whereas  they  describe  the  ointment  as  poured  upon 
the  head  of  Jesus,  the  Fourth  Gospel  states  that 
Mary  anointed  \{\sfeet.  What  is  the  source  of  this 
variation  ?  yohn  1 2*  further  mentions  that  she 
wiped  his  feet  with  her  hair.  Why  should  the  oint- 
ment, as  soon  as  it  was  laid  on,  be  removed  ?  The 
action  was  that  of  Luke^s  penitent,  who  *  began  to 
wet  his  feet  with  her  tears,  and  wiped   them    with 
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the  hair  of  her  head.'  Only  when  they  had  first  been 
washed  did  she  anoint  them,  with  silent  rebuke  for 
the  neglect  of  a  discourteous  host.  The  incident 
has  been  transferred  to  a  setting  no  longer  appro- 
priate for  it,  and  the  story  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  thus 
rests  on  the  First  Three. 

The  movement  of  modem  investigation  which 
has  thus  brought  the  Synoptic  records  within  an 
earlier  range,'  opens  fresh  possibilities,  at  least  so 
far  as  they  are  concerned,  for  the  date  of  the  johan- 
nine  books.  For,  in  fact,  the  Gospel  cannot  be 
considered  by  itself  alone.  A  large  majority  of 
critics  concur  in  believing  that  the  First  Letter 
issues  from  the  same  pen.  Whether  a  little  earlier 
or  a  little  later — opinions  are  divided — it  represents 
the  same  modes  of  thought,  and  any  evidence  for 
the  use  of  the  Letter  will  imply  that  the  Gospel 
cannot  be  far  away.  A  careful  distinction  must  be 
drawn  between  indications  of  the  existence  of  a 
document,  and  its  recognition  as  of  apostolic  author- 
ship. But  while  it  is  well  known  that  the  Gospel  is 
not  formally  attributed  to  the  apostle  John  tilt  the 
'  last  quarter  of  the  second  century,  there  are,  in  the 
judgment  of  many  of  the  best  critics,  clear  traces 
of  the  Johannine  literature  more  than  fifty  years 
before.  The  letter  to  the  Church  at  Philippi,  as- 
cribed to  Polycarp  of  Smyrna,  inviting  information 
about  Ignatius  of  Antioch  and  his  companions  who 
had  passed  through  Philippi  on  their  way  to  Rome, 
was  apparently  written  after  the  martyrdom  of 
1  See  Uet.  VI.  »M,  p.  340. 
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Ignatius.^  Is  the  letter  authentic?  It  has  been 
abundantly  discussed,  and  the  author  of  Super  - 
natural  Religion  still  thinks  *  that  *  the  preponder- 
ance of  opinion  assigns  it  to  a  much  later  period.' 
It  will  hardly,  however,  be  thought  too  bold  now 
to  accept  the  judgment  in  its  favour  by  Lightfoot ' 
and  Hamack,*  the  latter  of  whom  places  Polycarp's 
letter  in  the  last  years  of  Trajan,  110-117  A.D.  (with 
a  possible  alternative  of  a  few  years  later,  11 7- 125). 
Now  this  letter  contains  numerous  parallels  with 
passages  in  the  New  Testament,  for  instance  with 
the  language  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount,  and  the 
letters  bearing  the  names  both  of  Peter  and  Paul. 
No  New  Testament  writing,  however,  is  anywhere 
cited  by  name.  Among  these  parallels  occurs  the 
following  : — 

Ep»  of  Polycarp^  7. 

*  Everyone  that  confesseth  not  that  Jesus  Christ  is  come  in  the 
flesh  is  Antichrist :  and  everyone  that  confesseth  not  the  testimony 
of  the  cross,  is  of  the  devil.' 

First  Ep,  qfjohn^  4***, 

Every  spirit  which  confesseth  that  Jesus  Christ  is  come  in  the 
flesh  is  of  God :  and  every  spirit  which  confesseth  not  Jesus  is 
not  of  God  :  and  this  is  the  spirit  of  the  Antichrist. 

Second  Ep,  ofjohn^  7. 

Many  deceivers  are  gone  forth  into  the  world,  even  they  that 
confess  not  that  Jesus  Christ  cometh  in  the  flesh.  This  is  the 
deceiver  and  the  Antichrist. 

^  The  date  of  this  event  is  variously  placed  between  i  lo  and  115. 

3  Ed.  1902,  p.  175. 

'  Essays  on  Supemat.  ReL 

^  ChronoL  eUr  AUchrisU,  LiUraiur,  vol.  L,  1897,  pp.  382-406. 
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Have  we  here  a  positive  reminiscence  of  the 
Johannine  language,  or  only  a  reproduction  of  the 
vaguer  sayings  of  a  common  school  of  early  Christian 
thought  ?  It  may  well  be  conceded  that  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  rising  Docetic  interpretation  of  the 
person  of  Jesus,  which  asserted  in  various  forms 
that  his  bodily  life  was  not  real,  would  formulate 
itself  on  the  lips  of  different  teachers  in  almost  the 
same  terms,  especially  in  a  group  of  churches  united 
by  near  neighbourhood  and  community  of  tradition. 
On  the  other  hand  the  usage  of  the  writer  must  also 
be  considered  ;  the  traces  of  his  acquaintance  with 
other  documents  afterwards  acknowledged  by  the 
Church  must  be  examined ;  and  the  indications  de- 
rived from  any  cases  of  apparent  familiarity  with 
language  which — unlike  the  Gospel  traditions — had 
nothing  but  a  written  source  (such  as  the  letters  of 
Paul) ,  must  be  carefully  weighed.  No  one  will 
accuse  Harnack,  who  declares  the  non-apostolic 
character  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  to  be  an  '  incon- 
trovertible result,'  of  bias  in  its  favour  in  such  an 
estimate  as  has  just  been  described.  Yet  he  has  no 
hesitation  in  declaring  that  Polycarp  borrowed  from 
the  First  Epistle  of  John.'  If  this  be  admitted,  a 
presumption  is  established  that  the  Gospel,  also,  was 
in  existence  eariy  in  the  century.' 

A  similar  line  of  argument    has   been    recently 

>  C/irenol.  i.,  pp.  385,  658. 

'  Hunack  fixed  ibe  itrmtuut  aJ  jtam  U  xboat  Iio  A.[i.  UoBut,  Hitlohcal 
Ntw   Ttalamnl.  auggesu  II5.     jDlkber,  EmltiL  in  Ja*  N.T.  (1901),  p.  317, 
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employed  by  Dr.  Drummond  to  show  that  the 
Gospel  was  quoted  by  the  Gnostic  teacher  Basili- 
des.  While  Baur  was  elaborating  his  great  essay  on 
the  Johannine  Gospel,  one  of  the  curators  of  the 
National  Library  in  Paris  was  examining  a  Greek 
manuscript  brought  from  Mount  Athos  in  1 842.  It 
was  printed  for  the  first  time  at  Oxford  in  1851 
under  the  name  of  Origen,  but  was  immediately 
recognised  by  Jacobi  and  Bunsen  as  a  lost  *  Refu- 
tation of  all  Heresies ' — such  was  its  title — ascribed 
in  the  fourth  century  to  Hippol)rtus  of  Rome,  who 
wrote  early  in  the  third.  That  view  has  finally 
established  itself  above  all  rivals,  and  though  the 
incidents  of  the  relations  of  Hippolytus  to  his  con- 
temporaries are  still  obscure,  the  authorship  of  the 
treatise  is  no  longer  contested.  In  dealing  with  the 
Gnostic  heretics,  HippoI)rtus  gives  an  account  of  the 
views  of  Basilides  of  Alexandria,  who  flourished  in 
the  reign  of  Hadrian,  1 17-138  A.D.  In  this  exposi- 
tion occurs  the  following  passage^ : 

'  And  this,  says  he,  is  what  is  called  in  the  Gospels,  "  That 
was  the  true  light  that  lighteth  every  man  who  cometh  (or, 
coining  [t\e,  the  true  light  .  .  .  coming] )  into  the  world." ' 

That  this  is  a  quotation  from  the  prologue  of  the 
Fourth  Gospel  is  indisputable.  But  the  question  is, 
who  makes  it  ?  Who  is  the  subject  of  *  says  he  *  ? 
The  answer  depends  on  delicate  considerations 
founded  on  the  usage  of  Hippolytus  in  his  citations. 
Does  he  present  the  collective  opinion  of  a  school, 
or  produce  a  real   extract  from   a   specific    writer, 

^  Re/uUUum^  vii.  32. 
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and,  if  the  latter,  was  the  writer  Basilides  himself  ? 
The  elaborate  investigations  of  Dr.  Drummond 
cannot  be  summarised  here' ;  it  must  suffice  to 
record  his  cautious  conclusion ;  '  on  a  survey  of 
the  whole  case,  I  think  the  evidence  renders  it  highly 
probable  that  the  writer  quoted  by  Hippolytus  is 
Basilides  himself.'*  We  are  thus  again  brought  to  a 
date  for  the  Gospel  not  later  than  the  neighbour- 
hood of   1 15  A.D. 

Such  illustrations  might  easily  be  multiplied  in 
later  decades.  Did  the  martyr  Justin,  who  cites  the 
Book  of  Revelation  as  the  Apostle's,  know  the 
Gospel  also  ?  Once  more,  the  judgment  of  experts 
disagrees,  but  the  grounds  of  divergence  are  not  the 
same  as  in  the  last  case.  No  one  doubts  that  in  the 
extract  quoted  by  Hippolytus  the  Gospel  is  actually 
cited  ;  but  the  question  is,  by  whom  ?  In  the  pas- 
sages in  Justin  the  inexactness  of  the  language  gives 
rise  to  the  suggestion  that  he  may  be  reproducing 
some  independent  tradition.  The  evidence,  however 
interesting  from  the  point  of  view  of  Justin's  own 
handling  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Word,  and  his  gen- 
eral use  of  the  Gospels,  does  not  really  bear  on  the 
date  of  the  book,  if  the  instances  already  adduced 
are    accepted  as  proofs  of  its  existence.*     A  word 

'  J aumal  of  Biblical  LilrratHrc,  1S9Z.  part  il,  '  li  Basilides  quoted  in  tbe 
Pbjlosophumena?' 

'  Lighlfoot  felt  justiSed  in  laying  with  greater  emphasis, '  The  eitreme 

self  rails  little  short  of  demonstration.'  BiUical  Eaayt,  1 10, 

■  The  case  for  is  argued  by  Dr.  Drummond  in  (he  Thtologital  Rtvifw, 
April  sod  July,  1S77;  agauisl,  by  Dr.  Abbott,  Mo<Um  Rtviaii,  1SS1,  pp. 
5S8,  716 

CCs 
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must  be  said,  however,  on  another  item  of  evidence, 
with  respect  not  to  its  first  literary  traces,  but  its 
actual  authorship.  Once  more,  the  attempt  to 
simplify  the  complicated  nexus  of  facts  involves 
large  omissions,  and  it  is  only  possible  to  sketch 
them  in  bare  outlines.^ 


III. 

At  the  end  of  the  second  century  and  the  open- 
ing of  the  third  a  widespread  tradition  in  Asia  Minor, 
in  Egypt,  in  North  Africa,  in  Rome,  ascribes  the 
Fourth  Gospel  to  the  Apostle  John,  brother  of  James, 
and  son  of  Zebedee.  The  earliest  witness  to  the 
sources  of  this  tradition  is  Irenaeus,  writing  at  Lyons 
(in  France)  about  180  a.d.  concerning  the  persons  he 
had  known  in  his  youth  in  Asia  Minor.  Further 
evidence  is  derived  from  Papias  of  Hierapolis,*  in 
Phrygia,  whom  Irenaeus  appears  to  quote.  Their 
testimony  is  to  the  following  effect. 

Writing  to  a  presbyter  at  Rome,  named  Florinus, 
who  had  fallen  into  heresy,*  Irenaeus  reminds  him  of 
the  early  days  in  Lower  Asia  when  he  had  been 
acquainted  with  Polycarp,  and  Irenaeus  himself  was 
still  a  boy: — 

^  Students  will  of  course  refer  to  the  Biblical  Essays  of  Lightfoot,  with 
the  Essays  of  Dr.  Ezra  Abbot  and  Dr.  A.  P.  Peabody,  The  Fourth  Gospel,  1 892. 

'  In  his  much  discussed  Expositions  of  the  Oracles  of  the  Lord^  which 
Lightfoot  pUced  '  towards  the  middle  of  the  second  century,  not  before  130 
to  140/  and  Harnack  with  fresh  evidence  dates  between  140  (145)  and  160^ 
Chronol.  i.  p.  357. 

*  The  letter  is  cited  by  Eusebius,  Hist,  Eccl.  v.  20.  I  borrow  the  trans- 
lation of  Dr.  Lightfoot,  Biblical  Essays,  p.  55. 
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'  I  distinctly  remember  the  incidents  of  that  time  better  than 
events  of  recent  occurrence  ;  for  the  lessons  received  in  childhood, 
growing  wiih  the  growth  of  the  soul,  become  identified  with  it; 
80  ihat  1  can  describe  the  very  place  in  which  the  blessed  Polycarp 
used  to  sit  when  he  discoursed,  and  his  goings  out  and  his 
comings  in,  and  his  manner  of  life  and  his  personal  appearance, 
and  the  discourses  which  he  held  before  the  people ;  and  how  he 
would  describe  his  intercourse  with  John  and  with  the  rest  who 
had  seen  the  Lord,  and  how  he  would  relate  their  words.  And 
what  were  the  accounts  he  had  from  them  about  the  Lord,  and 
about  his  miracles,  and  about  hts  teaching;  how  Polycarp,  as 
having  received  them  from  eye-wiinesses  of  the  life  of  the  Word, 
used  to  give  an  account  harmonising  on  all  paints  with  the  Scrip- 
tures. To  these  (discourses)  I  used  to  listen  at  the  time  with 
attention  by  God's  mercy  which  was  bestowed  upon  me,  noting 
them  down,  not  on  paper,  but  in  my  heart ;  and  by  the  grace  of 
God,  I  constantly  ruminate  upon  them  faithfully.' 

It  is  unaminously  agreed  that  in  speaking  of 
'John'  in  this  passage  Irenfeus  means  the  Apostle, 
as  he  elsewhere  mentions  that  Polycarp  had  followed 
a  certain  Easter  observance  with  'John  the  disciple 
of  our  Lord  and  the  rest  of  the  Apostles  with  whom 
he  associated.''  And  after  speaking  of  our  First 
Three  Gospels  he  adds,  'John,  the  disciple  of  the 
Lord,  who  had  also  leaned  upon  his  breast,  himself 
published  a  gospel  during  his  residence  in  Asia.'*  It 
is,  then,  inferred  that  Irenjeus  might  have  received 
this  information  from  Polycarp. 

Along  a  different  line  the  Gospel  is  connected 
with  'John  the  disciple  of  the  Lord'  through  Papias. 
In  the  following  passage  Irenaeus  recites  the  testimony 

I  Letter  to  Victor,  cited  by  Eusebius,  Hist.  Etd.  v.  34.  S«e  inotber 
passBge  quoted  below. 

*  Ireiueua,  Agaimt  HmtUt,  iii.  1. 1. 
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of  the  Elders/  where  elements  of  Synoptic  teaching 
are  blended  with  the  language  of  the  Fourth  Gospel, 
and  the  whole  is  crowned  with  a  quotation  from 
Paul :— 

'  As  the  elders  say,  then  also  shall  they  which  have  been 
deemed  worthy  of  the  abode  in  heaven  go  thither,  while  others 
shall  enjoy  ''the  delight  of  paradise,"  and  others  agaio  shall  pos- 
sess the  brightness  of  the  city  fi.e.,  the  New  Jerusalem);  for  io 
every  place  the  Saviour  shall  be  seen,  according  as  they  shall  be 
worthy  who  see  him.  (They  say)  moreover  that  this  is  the  mean- 
ing of  the  distinction  between  ihe  haliitation  of  them  that  bring 
forth  a  hundred-fold;  and  them  thai  bring  forth  sixty-fold,  and 
them  that  bring  forth  thirty-fold ;  of  whom  the  lirst  shall  be  taken 
up  into  the  heavens,  and  the  second  shall  dwell  in  paradise,  and 
the  third  shall  inherit  the  city;  and  that  therefore  our  Lord  has 
said,  "  In  my  Father's  abode  are  many  mansions  "  ;  for  all  things 
are  of  God,  who  giveth  to  all  their  appropriate  dwelling,  accord- 
ing as  his  Word  saiih  that  allotment  is  made  unto  all  by  the 
Father,  according  as  each  man  is,  or  shall  be,  worthy.  And  this 
is  the  banqueting-talile,  at  which  those  are  seated  who  are  called 
to  the  marriage  and  lake  part  in  the  feast.  The  Elders,  the  dis- 
ciples of  the  Apostles,  say  that  this  is  the  arrangement  and 
disposal  of  them  that  are  saved,  and  that  they  advartce  by  such 
stages,  and  ascend  through  the  Spirit  Io  the  Son,  and  through  Ihe 
Son  to  the  Father,  the  Son  at  length  yielding  his  work  to  the 
Father,  as  it  is  said  also  by  the  Apostle  "  For  he  must  reign  until 
he  putieth  all  enemies  under  his  feet,  etc." ' 

It  is  generally  supposed  that  in  this  passage  the 
words  '  In  my  Father's  abode  are  many  mansions ' 
contain  an  allusion  to  ^ofiri  14'.  Who,  however,  are 
'the  Elders,'  and  from  what  source  does  Irenseus 
derive  their  witness?     Critics  of  different  schools* 

■  Against  Herisirs,  V.  36.  l-Z;  I  Bgaio  quale  the  rendering  of  LighUbot, 
BtbUcat  Esiaya,  p.  60. 

^  For  ioatance,  LiEhtfoot.  Dr.  Drummood,  and  Pmf.  Hamack. 
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concur  in  tracing  it  to  the  formal  citation  (in  a 
passage  immediately  proceeding,  33,  4)  of  '  Papias  a 
hearer  of  John  and  a  companion  of  Polycarp,  in  his 
fourth  book.'  This  John  has  been  designated  just 
before  as  'the  disciple  of  the  Lord'  (33,3)-  It  is 
apparently  the  same  John  who  is  again  specified 
(35,2)  as  the  author  of  the  Apocalypse,  'John,  the 
Lord's  disciple,  says  that  the  new  Jerusalem  above 
shall  descend,  as  a  bride  adorned  for  her  husband.' 
And  'John'  once  more  (36,3),  at  the  close  of  the 
passage  already  transcribed,  is  said  to  have  clearly 
foreseen  '  the  first  resurrection  of  the  just,  and  the 
inheritance  in  the  kingdom  of  earth.'  The  saying, 
therefore,  '  in  my  Father's  abode  are  many  mansions,' 
may  be  ascribed  with  great  probability  to  John  the 
disciple  of  the  Lord,  who  is  thus  identified  according 
to  Papias  with  both  books,  the  Revelation  and  the 
Gospel.  But  was  that  John  also  the  son  of  Zebedee? 
Let  Papias  again  testify  in  words  cited  by  the  his- 
torian Eusebius^; — 

'  But  I  will  not  scruple  also  to  give  a  place  for  you  along  with 
my  interpretations  to  everything  that  1  learnt  carefully  and  remem- 
bered carefully  in  time  past  from  the  elders,  guaranteeing  their 
truth.  For,  unlike  the  many,  I  did  not  take  pleasure  in  those 
who  have  so  very  much  to  say.  but  in  those  who  teach  the  truth ; 
nor  in  those  who  relaie  foreign  commandments,  but  in  those  [who 
record]  such  as  were  given  from  the  Lord  lo  the  Faith,  and  are 
derived  from  the  Truth  itself.  And  again,  on  any  occasion  when 
a  person  came  [in  my  wayj  who  had  been  a  follower  ot  the  elders, 
I  would  inquire  about  the  discourses  of  the  elders^what  was 
said  by  Andrew,  or  by  Peter,  or  by  Philip,  or  hy  Thomas  or 
James,  or  by  John  or  Matthew  or  any  other  of  the  Lord's 
'  Hist.  Eat.  iii.  39,     The  truuUtion  U  aguo  that  of  LiEhtfoDt. 
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disciples,  and  what  Aristion  and  the  Elder  John,  the  disciples  of 
the  Lord,  say.  For  I  did  not  think  that  I  could  get  so  much 
profit  from  the  contents  of  books  as  from  the  utterings  of  a  living 
and  abiding  voice.' 

In  spite  of  the  effort  of  Dr.  Salmon  *  to  prove 
that  Papias  knew  of  but  one  John.*  and  that  the 
repeated  occurrences  of  the  name  in  this  passage 
denote  the  same  person,  most  readers  will  probably 
adopt  the  view  of  Eusebius  that  they  cannot  be 
identified.  Already  in  the  fourth  century  tradition 
showed  two  tombs  for  the  two  teachers,  and  though 
the  figures  of  the  Apostle  and  the  Elder  are  diffi- 
cult to  distinguish  through  the  haze  of  reminiscence, 
yet  there  seems  no  adequate  reason  for  denying  their 
separate  existence.  It  has,  however,  been  argued ' 
that  the  tradition  that  the  Apostle  lived  on  at 
Ephesus  till  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of  Trajan, 
rests  on  an  error ;  and  this  view  has  recently  re- 
ceived the  powerful  support  of  Hamack.*  That  this 
should  be  even  possible  within  reasonable  limits  is 
a  sufficient  indication  of  the  confused  state  of  the 
evidence.*^  And  the  attestations  of  Papias  and 
Irenaeus,  such  as  they  are,  receive  a  further  shock 
when  the  contents  of  the  traditions  on  which  they 
rely   are   more   closely   examined.      To   'John,  the 

*  In  Smith- Wace's  Did.  of  Christian  Biogr.  iii.  p.  400. 
'  He  does   not  claim   personal  acquaintance   with   the   Apostle,   though 
Eusebius  asserts  that  he  did  call  himself  a  hearer  of  the  Elder  John,  iii.  39,  6. 

'  For  instance,  by  Keim,  Holtzmann,  Scholten,  and  others. 

^  Chronoi.  i.  674.  It  is  also  expounded  by  Schmiedel,  Encyd.  Bibt.  ii. 
2509,  who  adopts  a  view  of  the  martyrdom  of  the  Apostle  which  Hamack 
disallows,  Chronoi.  i.  666. 

'  Hamack  finally  ascribes  both  Gospel  and  Apocalypse  to  the  EUder  JohD. 
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disciple  of  the  Lord.'  Papias  expressly  attributes 
(through  the  elders  who  related  what  they  had 
heard  from  him)  a  prophecy  of  the  Lord  con- 
cerning wondrous  vines  '  each  having  ten  thousand 
branches,  and  in  each  branch  ten  thousand  twigs, 
and  in  each  twig  ten  thousand  shoots,  and  in  each 
shoot  ten  thousand  clusters,  and  on  each  cluster  ten 
thousand  grapes.'  ^  To  the  same  authority  does 
Irenseus  appeal  in  support  of  his  remarkable  con- 
clusion that  the  teaching  ministry  of  Jesus  lasted 
nearly  twenty  years.'  This  view  is  founded  on  the 
statements  of  Luke  3**  and  fohn  8".  According  to 
the  first,  Jesus  was  in  his  thirtieth  year  when  he 
came  to  be  baptised  ;  according  to  the  second,  in 
the  last  twelvemonth  of  his  life  he  was  not  yet 
fifty  years  old.  This  language  was  appropriate  to 
one  who  had  passed  forty  and  was  not  far  from 
completing  another  decade ;  but  it  was  unreason- 
able to  suppose  that  the  Jews  were  mistaken  by 
twenty  years.  Accordingly,  after  arguing  on  general 
grounds  that  he  who  was  to  save  all  must  himself 
have  passed  through  everv  stage  of  life,  must  have 
been  a  child  for  children  and  an  old  man  for  old  men, 
IrenEEus  invokes  the  testimony  of  the  apostle  John 
and  the  elders  of  Asia  against  the  heretics  who 
wished  to  limit  his  public  career  to  one  year : — 

'  From  the  fortieth  and  fiftieth  year  a  man  begins  to  decline 
towards  old  age,  in  which  condition  our  Lord  continued  teaching, 

'  Irenaeus,  Agmmt  Hrrtsin,  v  33,  3  On  the  rr«l  source  of  this  prophecy 
JQ  the  Apocalypse  of  Baruch,  and  the  growth  of  the  whole  alory  of  the 
incredulity  of  Judu,  aee  Thi  Firal  Thm  Gospth,  ed.  1,  p.  133. 

>  Againtt  Hrrtain,  ii.  M,  5-6. 
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as  the  gospel  and  all  ihe  elders  who  were  conversant  in  Asia  with 
John  the  disciple  of  the  Lord,  testify  that  John  had  handed  down 
these  things.  For  he  remained  among  them  up  to  the  times  of 
Trajan.  Some  of  them,  moreover,  saw  not  only  John,  but  other 
apostles  also,  and  heard  the  very  same  account  from  them,  and 
bear  testimony  concerning  this  report.  Whom  then  should  we 
rather  believe?  Such  men  as  these,  or  Ploleomus,  who  never 
saw  any  apostles  ? ' 

'  Whom  should  we  rather  believe  '  ?  It  is  a 
weighty  question,  but  the  emphatic  witness  of 
Papias  and  Irenseus  to  such  incongruous  state- 
ments does  not  encourage  too  great  reliance  on 
other  items  of  their  evidence.'  The  conflict  seems 
to  be  iiTeducible.  Writing  in  1872,  Dr.  Sanday 
could  state  the  difficulty  in  the  following  terms*; — 

'The  subject  of  the  external  evidence  has  been  pretty  well 
fought  out.  The  opposing  parlies  are  probably  as  near  to  an 
agreement  as  they  ever  will  be.  tt  will  hardly  be  an  unfair  state- 
ment of  the  case  for  ihose  who  reject  the  Johannean  authorship  of 

'  Id  tfaia  respecl,  however,  we  are  properly  rEminded  that  there  are 
degrees  of  value  iti  teslLmonj',  cp.  Drummond,  RitHarts  on  Iht  Art  of  Cria'asm 
■R  ila  application  to  Theological  Questi/His,  1903,  p.  16.  The  deacription  by 
Ireiueus  of  his  youthful  impressions  of  the  sppearance  of  bi<i  revered  teacher, 
PoljrCBrp,  13  Grsl-hand  evidence  which  cannot  be  rejected.  The  rvport  of 
Polycarp's  intercourse  with  the  Apostle  John  comes  nent  in  rank ;  for  Irennus 
TtagMl  at  >  distance  of  many  years  have  confused  another  John  with  Ibe 
Apostle.  The  statement  about  Ihe  duration  of  the  teaching-ministry  of  Jeaiu 
is  evidently  partly  founded  in  the  mind  of  Irensus  on  his  iHttrprtlttliott  of 
John  S'?.  But  he  appears  to  me  clearly  to  assert  that  it  was  also  derived 
from  the  elders  who  had  personally  received  it  from  John,  and  not  from  John 
only  but  from  other  apostles  also.  That  is  to  say,  there  was  a  link  of  one 
generation  of  testimony  between  lren»us  and  John  in  this  field,  just  aa  in 
the  case  ot  Polycarp.  On  the  other  hand,  there  wa^  more  risk  of  error  in 
the  transmission  of  a  report  about  the  matter  of  John's  teaching,  than  in  the 
transmission  of  the  fact  that  it  was  a  particular  John  who  taught,  just  as  the 
unnamed  "elders'  have  less  precision  than  the  venerated  Polycarp. 

'  Tht  AMhorMf  and  HisUniail  Charadtr  0/  tht  Fottrtk  Go^,  p.  3. 
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the  Gospel  lo  say  that  the  external  evidence  is  compatible  with 
that  suppusiiLon.  And  on  the  other  hand,  we  may  equally  say 
Tor  those  who  accept  the  Jobannean  authorship,  that  the  external 
evidence  would  not  be  sufficient  alone  to  prove  it.' 

After  an  interval  of  thirty  years  criticism  speaks 
more  definitely  1 ' 

'  Those  who  delend  the  traditional  authorship  of  the  Gospel 
rely  upon  the  strength  of  the  second-century  evidence  in  its 
favour,  and  endeavour  to  show  that  the  internal  evidence  of  the 
Gospel  is  not  unfavourable  to  it.  On  the  other  hand  ....  it 
must  be  admitted  that  in  ignorance  of  the  tradition,  no  modern 
scholar  would  be  likely  to  ascribe  the  Gospel  in  its  present  form 
to  one  of  the  twelve  Apostles.' 

In  this  dilemma  we  are  again  thrown  back  on 
the  Gospel  itself,  and  our  judgment  of  Its  historical 
value  must  be  determined  mainly  by  comparing  it 
with  the  preceding  Three.  In  this  respect  there  has 
been  among  recent  writers  a  marked  movement  away 
from  the  older  tradition.  That  the  author  was 
acquainted  with  the  localities  of  Palestine' and  the 
customs  of  Israel,  that  his  use  of  the  Greek  language 
implies  that  he  was  himself  a  Jew.  for  his  idiom  is 
of  a  Hebrew  rather  than  a  Hellenic  type,  is,  indeed, 
freely  recognised  in  all  schools.  But  this  does  not 
establish  his  identity  with  an  apostle.  How  far  the 
graphic  touches  of  his  narratives  indicate  the  pre- 
sence of  an  eye-witness,  will  naturally  be  decided 
differently  according  to  the  general  impressions 
formed  on   other   grounds.      In    these    general    im- 

I  ■  Modeni  Criticism  and  the  New  Testament,'  by  Rev.  W.  C.  Allea  JD 
Conlmlio  ViriimUa.  1902,  p.  231. 

*  Some  think  bia  acquaiatance  was  '  biUical  uid  literu7 '  (Abbott)  ruber 
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pressions  the  chief  factor  must  necessarily  be  i 
presentation  of  the  person  and  teaching  of  Jesi 
That  this  difEers  widely  from  that  of  the  Synoptics 
is  admitted  on  all  hands;  and  the  main  questions 
which  confront  the  student  to-day  are  such  as  these 
— ^To  what  are  these  differences  due  ?  and  do  they 
exceed  the  limits  which  (it  may  be  imagined)  would 
naturally  restrain  a  companion  of  the  Master  ? 

The  general  answer  which  is  given  with  increasing 
confidence  by  numerous  voices,  tells  us  that  the 
Fourth  Gospel  offers  us  not  so  much  a  record  as  an 
interpretation  of  the  life  and  work  of  Christ.  Such 
an  interpretation  is  necessarily  framed  in  the  light  of 
subsequent  experience,  It  arises  in  the  midst  of  new 
ideas,  it  is  a  product  of  reflection  on  the  past  under 
the  influence  of  a  fresh  environment.  '  The  key  to 
the  Fourth  Gospel,'  says  the  Bampton  Lecturer  of 
l8go,  Archdeacon  Watkins,'  '\\&?,  m  translation,  ot, 
if  this  term  has  acquired  too  narrow  a  meaning, 
transmutation,  re-formation,  growth ;  nor  need  we 
shrink  from  the  true  sense  of  the  terms,  development 
and  evolution-'  There  is  more  here  than  translation 
from  the  vernacular  Aramaic  into  Greek,  for  the 
materials  of  the  Synoptic  narratives  have  passed 
through  that  process,  and  retain  the  vivid  imprint  of 
their  origin.  There  is  a  translation  of  ideas  as  well 
as  words,  as  we  pass  from  the  hills  of  Galilee  or  the 
streets  of  Jerusalem  to  some  meeting-place  of  Jewish 
and  Hellenic  culture,  where,  as  in  Alexandria  or 
Ephesus,  the  national  hopes  of  Israel  were  accommo- 

'  Mednm  Crilicam  mnd  Iht  Fourth  Giaptl,  p,  4>6. 
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dated  to  new  views  of  the  world  and  life.  Accord- 
ingly, one  writer  cautiously  tells  us  that  the  Gospel 
is  '  meant  to  supplement  the  Synoptic  type  in  view 
of  subsequent  developments  of  thought.' '  Another 
records  '  the  general  impression  made  upon  many 
modem  readers  that  the  Gospel  is  the  work  of  one 
who,  looking  back  upon  the  life  of  Christ  over  many 
years  of  Church  development,  is  re-casting  that  life 
in  the  light  of  the  experience  gained  during  a  long 
period  of  Christian  life  and  thought,'' 

We  are  warned,  therefore,  that  '  the  Gospel, 
though  historical  in  form,  is  not  an  historical  work  in 
the  strict  sense.  It  is  an  attempt  to  present  in  the 
form  of  a  record  of  the  word  and  works  of  Jesus  the 
author's  idea  of  his  character  and  personality."     No 

'  Bartlet,  The  Apostolic  Agt,  p.  435. 

'  The  Rev.  W.  C,  Allen,  in  ConlnUio  Vtrilatia.  p.  2*4.  ■  It  is  easy  to  say,' 
coatinues  the  same  writer.  '  that  if  we  suppose  St.  Juhn  lo  have  lived  to  an 
advanced  age,  all  these  paints  find  their  solution.  But  is  that  really  the 
cue  7  Is  there  not  between  John  the  sua  of  Zebedee,  the  eye-witoess  of 
the  life  of  Christ  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Christian  philosopher  and  theolo- 
gian who  wrote  this  Gospel  on  the  other,  a  gulf  in  respect  of  time  and 
thought  and  relation  to  historic  fact  which  it  is  difficult  to  bridge  ? ' 

'  HcGiifert,  A  Hitlory  of  Chrtslianily  in  Itu  Apostolic  Agt  (1897),  p.  609. 
In  a  sub^quent  passage  Or.  McGiBen  adds,  p.  61 1.  'John  composes  with  a 
free  hand.  .  But  it  is  to  be  noticed  that  (he  impre*xion  of  Christ's  per- 

aonalily  which  is  gained  from  the  Fourth  Gospel  is  due  not  simply  lo  tbe 
matter  hut  also  to  the  form  of  tbe  diicoiirsea  which  it  contains.  The  ideas  in 
many  of  those  discourses  if  uttered  in  the  brief  indsive  gnotnic  style,  or  in 
the  parabolic  form  which  is  so  common  in  the  Synoptic  Gospels,  and  only  at 
the  impulse  of  a  particular  occasion  or  suggestion,  would  leave  a  very 
different  impression.  As  it  is,  they  are  repeated  and  elaborated  and 
emphasised  lo  such  an  extent,  ibu  they  leave  the  impression  that  Jesus  was 
thioking  and  talking  constantly  of  his  own  divine  persooality,  and  of  hia  own 
unique  significance,  not  alone  for  those  who  were  following  him  but  also  for 
all  tbe  world.  But  if  reliance  is  to  be  placed  Upon  (he  uoited  testimony  of 
(be  Synoptic  Gospels,  such  aa  impression  as  thin  can  hardly  be  accure(e.' 
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less    emphatic    is  the   judgment  of  another  distii 
guished  American  scholar,  ■  With  alt  due  allowancT 
it  is  impossible  to  regard  the  set  discourses  of  Johl 
as  a  whole,  as  other  than  literary  compositions  I 
the  author  of  the  Johannine  Epistles.'  ^ 

The  grounds  of  the  impression  in  which  repi 
sentatives  of  different  theological  schools  thus  co) 
cur,  will  be  briefly  set  forth  hereafter.     A  few  wa 
may  first   be  said    on  a  hypothesis  yearly    gaini 
more  acceptance,  which  views  the  Gospel  as  foundoi 
on  traditional  apostolic  material,  re-cast  and  workq 
into  new  forms  by  a  disciple's  hand.     That  such| 
hand  is  present  in  the  last  chapter  has  been  widd 
admitted.     The  Gospel   reaches  its  natural  close  1 
20**".     The  subsequent  appendix,  so  recognised  t 
by  Zahn, '  prince  of  conservative  scholars  '  * — ^appej 
due  to  another  hand.     The  scene  is  unexpect© 
transferred  from  Jerusalem  to  Galilee ;  the  story  4 
the  miraculous  draught  of  fishes  seems  a  new  hai 
ling  of  the  incident  in  Luke  5'',  not  without  referera^ 
in  Peter's  leap  into  the  water  to  the  scene  on 
heaving  waves  in  Matt.  14*".     But  why  should  t 

■  Bacon,  Jntroduchon  to  tht  Nm  Ttalamtnt,  1900,  p.  359.     Is  the  v 
Ihen,  enquired  Dr.  Bacon,  '  presenling  to  us  what  be  codc 
of  jesus  Bctuftlly  <o  have   been,  or   is   he  purposely  idolisiog?     Prob* 
neither.     He  is  not  consciously  eicber  historical  or  unhistorical.     He  si 
frees  his  own  miod  on  these  essentials  of  Cbristian  doctrine  without  a 
sidcring  the  question  of  historicity.     Bui  we  atay  well  ask.  Could  the  n 
of  an  eye-witorss  and  peculiarly  devoted  follower  of  Jesus  be  so  emptiedS 
the  veritable  utterances  of  Ihe  Master  as  to  leave  room  for  such  idealisi 
When  we  consider  bow  others  were  perpetuating  the  historical  di 
affirmative  aoiwer  is  not  easy.' 

*Cp.   Bacon,   Itilrtdialion,   p.   369.     Weiss,  Dit   Vitr  Evangtlun, 
P-  599- 
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triple  question  to  Peter,  matching  his  triple  denial, 
be  placed  here  "'"  ?  Might  it  not  have  been  ex- 
pected at  the  first  meeting  between  the  repentant 
apostle  and  his  risen  Lord  ?  *  It  leads  directly  to  a 
prediction  of  Peter's  death,  and  this  in  turn  to  a 
passage  in  "  which  '  clearly  presupposes  '  the  death 
o(  the  '  disciple  whom  Jesus  loved.'  The  attestation 
in  the  following  verse  **  is  plainly  editorial ;  but  it  is 
not  due  to  the  reporter  of  the  apostolic  testimony,  it 
stands  at  a  yet  further  remove  from  the  fountain 
head.*  Yet  the  '  we  know '  has  its  analogies  else- 
where ;  '  we  beheld  his  glory.'  i"  ;  'of  his  fulness  we 
all  received,'  i*°;  and  at  the  opening  of  the  first 
Letter  (and  through  much  that  follows)  *  that  which 
we  have  seen  and  heard  declare  we  unto  you  also.' 

But  if  the  editor  may  thus  write  in  the  name  of 
his  fellow- believers,  may  it  not  be  possible  that  he 
may  have  drawn  his  materials  from  more  than  one 
source,  or  embodied  contributions  belonging  to  a 
whole  school  of  thought'?  '  The  elders  '  of  Irenseus, 
standing  in  a  common  relation  to  '  John  and  the 
other  apostles,'  rise  dimly  before  our  view.  Delicate 
literary  signs  both  in  the  structure  and  the  style 
of  different  parts  of  the  Gospel  tend  in  this  direction.* 
Thus  already  in  the  prologue  there  seem  marks  of 

'  So  Wendt,  Gespti  tutording  to  St.  John,  p.  150,  quoting  Loolii. 

'  Cp.  Weizsicker,  AfotloHc  Age.  vol.  ii.,  pp.  30S-10. 

*  This  suggution  \t»s  made  In  a  paper  read  to  the  Society  of  Hislorical 
TheolDgy  al  Oifonl  by  lUe  Rev.  Charlu  Hargrove,  in  November,  1893. 

'  See  this  thesia  worked  out  by  Wendl,   Go^l  according  to  Si.  John, 
(rom  the  poial  of  view  of  ui  apostolic  aourcE,  and  a  later  editor. 
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intrusive  matter  in  ^  and  ".^  The  real  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  Pharisees'  deputation  to  John 
the  Baptist,  i",  is  contained  in  "  and  ^.  In  the  collo- 
quy with  Nicodemus  the  discourse  suddenly  passes 
at  ^^  into  the  plural  address ;  and  a  theological  ex- 
position begins  at  ^*  in  which  the  hand  of  the 
commentator  seems  clearly  visible.  The  reference 
in  7**  to  the  cure  of  the  impotent  man  on  the  sabbath 
in  5  suggests  that  7^^**  may  really  have  followed 
5*^.  In  12**""  a  sort  of  summary  of  previous  dis- 
courses closes  the  public  teaching,  yet  without  place 
or  occasion.  The  sequel  of  14",  *  Arise,  let  us  go 
hence/  seems  found  in  i8^  It  is  a  singular  fact* 
that  in  this  group  of  chapters  14-17  the  particle  oun 
*  then,'  *  therefore,'  *  so,'  i*^**,  etc.,  which  is  to  ^ohn 
what  *  immediately '  is  to  Mark  (it  occurs  more 
than  200  times  in  this  Gospel),  is  almost  wholly 
wanting.  It  may  be  traced  through  1 3* "  "«*««»». 
it  reappears  in  c8'*^^®  ^°",  etc.  But  in  14-17  it  is 
found  only  in  16^^"**.  This  is  partly  due  to  the 
greater  continuity  of  the  discourse.  But  on  the  one 
hand  there  are  many  conversational  breaks  where  it 
would  be  natural,  e.g.  14**®*,  i6**";  and  on  the 
other  hand  it  is  elsewhere  at  least  occasionally 
present  in  speech,  as  in  i",  3**,  4",  6^,  8**'''®(margin), 
^1119^  12",  13".  In  the  allied  letters  it  occurs  only 
in  3  yohn^.     Further  there  are   signs  of  different 

'  These  verses  seem  to  interrupt  the  context,  and  may  have  beeo  derived 
from  some  other  introductory  narrative.  The  reference  in  ^  to  previous 
words  of  John  implies  a  story  in  which  they  occurred.  But  no  such  words 
are  found  in  any  earlier  extant  record. 

*  Pointed  out  by  Mr.  Hargrove. 
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conceptions  of  doctrine,  of  which  some  may  be 
noted  hereafter  on  the  eschatological  side.*  It 
is  not  perhaps  without  meaning  in  this  respect 
that  while  the  exahed  term  '  the  Word  '  is  never 
again  applied  to  Jesus  after  the  Prologue  to  the 
Gospel,  it  is  used  elsewhere  both  in  the  Gospel  and 
the  Letter  with  much  greater  freedom.  Thus  the 
presence  of  the  Word  in  the  believer  is  the  source 
of  his  spiritual  strength  : — 

\  John  a'*,  I  have  written  unio  you,  j'oung  men,  because  ye 
are  sirong,  and  ihe  logos  of  God  abideth  in  you,  and  ye  bave  over- 
come the  evil  one. 

The  verb  '  abide  '  or  '  dwell '  is  specially  char- 
acteristic of  Johannine  usage  to  express  spiritual 
relations,  e.g.  John  6"",8"«,  i2"«".  14"",  is*'*^"- 
",  I  John  2"'"""*',  etc.  The  same  term  logos  is 
also  employed  with  the  simple  verb  to  '  be ' : — 

I  John  I*",  If  we  say  that  we  have  not  sinned,  we  malce  him 
a  liar,  and  his  logos  is  not  in  us. 

in  the  absence  of  the  logos  lies  the  cause  of 
Jewish  obstinacy  and  want  of  faith: — 

John  5**,  Ye  have  not  his  logos  abiding  in  you ;  for  whom  he 
sent,  him  ye  believe  not. 

As  the  term  'abide'  shows,  in  these  passages 
the  logos  means  more  than  an  instruction  or  com- 
mand, more  even  than  the  sum  of  Christ's  teaching 
or  revelation  ;  it  is  a  divine  principle  of  life,  practically 
equivalent  to  those  high  modes  of  fellowship  with 
the  Eternal,  wherein  Father  and  Son  may  be  said  to 
come  to  the  disciple  and  make  their  '  abode '  with 

'  See  below,  pp.  443-6> 

DD 
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him,  yohn  14".*  But  this  points  to  a  wider  use  than 
that  of  the  Prologue,  where  it  is  exalted  to  trans- 
cendent glory.  May  not  this  be  a  sign  that  some- 
what different  aspects  of  thought  are  represented  in 
the  Gospel  ?  *  On  this  question,  however,  a  clearer 
judgment  will  be  possible,  when  we  have  further 
considered  some  of  the  chief  features  of  its  view  of 
Jesus. 

IV. 

The  interpreters  of  the  Gospel  have  often  started 
from  the  Prologue,  and  have  described  the  earthly 
career  of  Jesus  as  the  manifestation  of  the  eternal 
Logos  in  the  form  of  our  humanity.'    That  character, 

*  The  phrase  in  15',  '  If  ye  abide  io  me,  and  my  sayings  abide  in  yoo,*  is 
again  on  another  leveL 

'  Other  uses  of  the  term  deserve  attention.  It  frequently  designates  the 
preaching  of  Jesus,  e.g.  *  his  word '  John  4*^ ;  but  it  is  also  used  by  Jesos 
himself,  '  my  logos  *  5**,  8^* '  abide  in  my  word,'  8"^ '  my  word  hath  no  place 
in  you,*  cp.  «  "  »',  I4»  >*,  15*  »  Further,  I7«,  •  they  have  kept  thy  word'; 
"  '  I  have  given  them  thy  word ' ;  W  « thy  word  is  truth ' ;  and  even  8**  •  I 
know  him,  and  keep  his  wt>rd.*  Can  the  writer  ot  these  passages  have  him- 
self conceived  Jesus  as  the  Logos  who  was  '  with  God  '  ?  In  12^  the  function 
of  judgment  is  ascribed  to  '  the  iojiros  which  I  have  uttered  * :  so  flexible  was 
the  word,  and  so  easily  could  it  advance  towards  personification.  We  might 
say  '  he  shall  be  judged  by  (i.e.,  according  to)  the  word  *  etc  ;  but  hardly '  the 
word  shall  judge.' 

'  So,  primarily,  Baur.  This  is  declared  to  be  the  necessary  point  of  view 
for  scientific  exposition  :  cp.  M.  Jean  R^ville,  Lf  QutUrutHt  ivangiU^  190I, 
p.  119,  '  to  try  to  explain  the  Gospel  without  taking  account  of  the  prologue, 
is  almost  as  reasonable  as  trying  to  construe  a  text  in  a  foreign  language 
without  taking  account  of  the  g^mmar  of  that  language.*  I  have  indicated 
above  why  this  rigour  seems  to  me  not  only  needless  but  dangerous  :  it 
imposes  one  interpretation  on  a  book  which  contains  hints  of  more  than  one. 
In  an  essay  in  the  Zeitschr.  fur  Theologie  und  Kirdie,  1892,  on  the  relation  of 
the  Prologue  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  to  the  whole  book,  Hamack  lays  it  down 
(p.  230)  that  the  Prologue  is  not  the  key  to  the  Gospel ;  it  is  only  prefixed  by 
the  Evangelist  to  prepare  Hellenistic  readers  for  it 
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however,  is  not  ascribed  to  him  after  the  opening 
verses  ;  it  does  not  reappear  in  the  Gospel  itself ; 
and  it  seems  better,  therefore,  for  our  present 
enquiry,  to  adopt  the  writer's  own  statement  of  his 
purpose  at  the  original  close  of  the  work,  ao"  : — 

These  are  written  that  ye  may  believe  that  Jesus  is  the  Christ, 
the  Son  of  God,  and  that  believing,  ye  may  have  life  in  his  name. 

Two  aims  are  here  formulated,  the  production  of 
belief  in  the  disciple,  and  through  belief  the  attain- 
ment of  life.  The  emphasis  laid  on  '  believing ' 
throughout  the  Gospel  must  have  struck  every 
reader.  It  is  the  more  remarkable  because  the 
noun  corresponding  to  the  verb,  rendered  in  our 
version  '  faith,'  and  familiar  to  us  alike  in  the 
Synoptic  Gospels  and  in  Paul,  only  occurs  once  in 
the  Johannine  wTitings,  1  John  5*.  It  is  evident  at 
the  outset  that  the  belief  which  the  writer  seeks  to 
engender  is  not  a  simple  intellectual  act  like  the 
acceptance  of  a  geometrical  theorem,  such  as  that 
the  three  angles  of  a  triangle  are  equal  to  two  right 
angles,  or  the  recognition  of  a  historical  truth,  such 
as  that  Jesus  was  crucified  under  Pontius  Pilate. 
The  appeals  which  pervade  the  Gospel  are  addressed 
to  the  spiritual  affections,  '  Ye  believe  in  God,  be- 
lieve also  in  me,'  14';  '  believe  me  that  1  am  in  the 
Father,  and  the  Father  in  me '  ;  '  or  else,'  it  is  added 
with  a  direct  reference  to  the  '  works  '  in  which  the 
power  of  Christianity  was  manifested,  '  believe  me 
for  the  very  works'  sake,'   14".'     Of  such  trust  the 


c  of  the  '  works,'  woe  below,  p.  431  f- 
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result  is  that  '  he  that  believeth  in  me,  though  he 
die,  yet  shall  he  live :  and  whosoever  liveth  and 
believeth  on  me  shall  never  die ' ;  and  Martha 
answers,  '  I  have  believed  that  thou  art  the  Christ, 
the  Son  of  God,'  ii**"*'.  Belief,  then,  generates 
life,  and  this  life  is  in  its  nature  divine ;  nay,  it  is  the 
life  of  a  son  of  God  himself ;  for  the  First  Letter 
tells  us,  I  yohn  5\  *  whosoever  believeth  that  Jesus 
is  the  Christ  is  begotten  (or  bom)  of  God.'  To  be- 
lieve that  Jesus  was  the  Messiah  was,  in  the  first 
place,  the  way  of  entrance  into  the  Church.  It  was 
by  this  faith  that  the  Christian  was  marked  off  not 
only  from  the  Jew,  but  in  the  same  manner  from  the 
Gentile.  It  was  in  fact  a  summary  phrase  for  being 
a  Christian.  Hence  it  denoted  all  the  new  emotions, 
the  new  desires,  the  new  hopes,  the  new  aims,  the 
new  endeavours,  the  new  outlook  on  the  world,  the 
new  affections  towards  God  and  man,  which  filled 
the  believer's  soul,  and  constituted  that  fresh  ele- 
ment of  being  known  in  the  vocabulary  of  the  early 
Church  as  *  life.'  Viewed  in  this  light,  the  Gospel 
has  its  purpose  in  the  production  of  Christian  ex- 
perience. And  the  foundation  of  the  sonship  of  the 
disciple  is  the  sonship  of  Christ. 

Such  a  book  naturally  seeks  to  achieve  its  result 
along  various  lines.  The  Gospel,  consequently,  has 
different  aspects.  It  is  full  of  apparently  historical 
detail.  It  presents  an  ethical  ideal,  *  even  as  I  have 
loved  you,  that  ye  also  love  one  another,'  13".  It 
exhibits  a  mode  of  eternal  life,  not  as  something  to 
be  *  inherited '  or  gained  by  any  course  of  conduct, 
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but  as  something  to  be  realised  by  knowledge,'  17*. 
And  it  even  opens  witb  a  profound  speculative  con- 
struction of  the  person  who  is  the  medium  of  that 
knowledge.  But  through  it  all  there  runs  a  note  of 
impassioned  conviction.  The  writer  has  lived  in  the 
centre  of  the  ideas  and  feelings  which  he  strives  to 
beget  in  others  : — 

I  Jokn  ['■♦:  Thai  which  was  from  the  beginning,  Ihat  which 
we  have  heard,  thai  which  we  have  seen  with  our  eyes,  thai  which 
we  beheld,  and  our  hands  handled,  concerning  the  Word  of  life 
(and  the  life  was  manifested,  and  we  have  seen  and  bear  witness, 
and  declare  unto  you  the  life,  the  eternal  UJe,  which  was  with  the 
Father,  and  was  manifested  unto  us);  that  which  we  have  seen 
and  heard  declare  we  unto  you  also,  that  ye  also  may  have  fellow- 
ship with  us  ;  yea,  and  our  fellowship  is  with  the  Father,  and  with 
his  Son  Jesus  Christ:  and  these  ihings  we  write,  that  our  (or, 
your)  joy  may  be  fulfilled.*— Cp.  i  John  4'*. 

'We  beheld  his  glory,'  says  the  Gospel,  i'*.  It 
accordingly  assumes  historic  form.  But  it  is  in 
reality,  if  we  may  so  phrase  it,  superhistoric.  Its 
value  does  not  lie  in  the  details  of  journeys,  or  the 
annual  round  of  feasts.  The  notes  of  place  and 
time  are  really  indifferent.  Nor  are  even  the  words 
or  works  of  Jesus  the  essential   matters  with   which 

'  It  is  >E>ia  noteworthy  that  wliile  gntaii  occurs  repFalnlly  in  tbc 
Pauline  writings,  the  Johanoine  avoid  llie  noun,  while  using  the  vert,  "to 
know'  repeatedly.  The  Gospel  is,  in  tact,  a  delineation  of  the  Ime  Giosi's, 
as  opposed  lo  the  false. 

'  Here  ia  Ibe  key  to  pasuges  such  as  John  i  j",  ■  These  things  have  1 
spoken  unto  you.  that  my  joy  may  be  in  you.  end  Ikat  your  joy  may  be  Tul- 
filled  ';  or  17".  'these  things  I  speak  in  the  world,  thai  they  may  have  my 
joy  fulfilled  in  themselves.'  Cp.  somewhat  differently  on  the  t>asis  of  a 
Synoptic  saying  (transferred,  however,  from  its  original  meaning  into  the 
sphere  of  Christ's  'aarne').  16'*.  '  hilherlo  ye  have  uked  nothing  in  my 
name :  ask,  and  je  shall  receive,  thai  your  joj  nay  b«  (iilfilled,' 
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the  author  is  concerned.  Thev  are  only  the  vehicles 
of  something  behind.  There  is  a  realm  of  the 
unseen,  a  whole  world  of  thought  and  feeling  on 
another  plane ;  and  through  symbols  and  emblems 
the  writer  strives  to  present  it  in  pictures  to  the  be- 
liever's gaze.  This  is  the  meaning  of  the  abstrac- 
tions with  which  Jesus  is  again  and  again  identified, 
'  light,'  '  truth,'  or  '  life.'  We  even  read  '  I  am  the 
resurrection.' 

But  what  kind  of  equation  can  be  established 
between  a  person  and  a  process  ?  How  are  we  to 
identify  an  individual  and  an  event?  To  many 
modem  readers  such  words  are  stumbling-blocks. 
It  is  difficult  for  us  with  our  antecedents,  and  our 
present  modes  of  education,  to  realise  the  atmo- 
sphere which  made  them  natural.  We  are  brought 
up  in  Christianity.  We  are  familiar  with  its  teach- 
ings ;  since  first  we  can  remember,  the  words  of 
Jesus  have  been  constantly  upon  our  lips.  Christ- 
ianity, therefore,  rarely  enters  our  lives  as  a  fresh 
power.  As  we  begin  to  think  about  it,  we  find 
that  our  realisation  of  the  personality  of  Jesus  is 
beset  by  many  limitations.  We  see  him  enWroned 
by  the  ideas  and  forces  of  his  age,  cherishing  hopes 
which  events  did  not  fulfil,  interpreting  the  agencies 
of  the  world  in  a  way  no  longer  true  either  to  our 
religion  or  our  philosophy.  Moreover,  as  we  trace 
the  history  of  the  Church,  we  note  how  many  cor- 
rupting elements  have  mingled  in  it  from  various 
sources  quite  remote  from  him.  We  cannot  help 
observing  that  while  Christianity    has  wrought    in- 
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calculable  good  in  human  hearts,  it  has  failed  to 
achieve  that  victory  over  evil  for  which  its  first 
leaders  hoped.  While  our  present  moral  and  reli- 
gious life  owes  it  a  debt  quite  beyond  our  reckon- 
ing, it  is  not  the  sole  source  of  our  best  attain- 
ments in  thought  and  character.  And  in  other  lands 
we  discern  it  now  as  one  among  several  religions, 
some  of  them  founded  on  traditions  still  more  ancient, 
exercising  wide  sway  over  the  thoughts  of  men,  re- 
corded in  venerable  literatures,  and  embodying 
principles  not  easily  to  be  dislodged  from  the 
social  organisations  which  have  grown  up  under  their 
influence. 

To  the  first  disciples,  however,  no  such  con- 
siderations were  present.  They  were  full  of  ardour 
in  their  own  age,  and  of  confidence  in  the  future. 
Their  whole  being  was  quickened  with  the  vivid 
affections  which  had  been  awakened  in  their  souls. 
To  them  a  new  energy  had  visibly  appeared.  They 
had  felt  it  enter  their  own  lives  and  re-shape  their 
very  natures  :  they  saw  it  around  them,  advancing 
from  city  to  city  and  land  to  land,  saving  men  from 
darkness  and  error,  bringing  them  into  the  glory  of 
truth,  lifting  them  out  of  sin  and  sorrow,  and  filling 
them  with  a  rapture  of  love,  trust,  and  joy.  To  us 
Christianity  is  often  something  abstract  and  im- 
personal. In  one  aspect,  it  is  a  great  historical 
generalisation.  But  the  early  believers  spoke  of 
Christ,  and  they  thought  of  a  person,  not  a  move- 
ment. To  them  Christianity  was  a  life,  not  an  organ- 
isation, or  a  tendency,  or  the  impalpable  spirit  of  an 
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age.  They  looked  upon  the  changes  which  Christ 
had  wrought,  and  they  saw  in  them  a  mighty  manifes- 
tation of  the  moral  and  soiriroal  forces  which  hekl 
the  world  together,  which  gave  consistency  to  the 
outward  universe,  and  shaped  the  destinies  of  history. 
In  Christ  who  had  been  sent  bv  God.  God  showed 
himself  to  man — '  he  that  hath  seen  me  hath  seen 
the  Father.'  The  power  which  wroogfat  his  won- 
drous works  was  not  his  own. — '  1  can  do  nothing  of 
mvself  * — it  was  the  Father's.  The  life  which  flowed 
from  him  into  the  heart  of  the  disciple,  had  first 
flowed  into  him  from  God.  and  all  power  for  word  or 
work  was  derived  from  on  high.  So  to  have  Jesus 
in  the  heart,  to  have  his  light,  his  love,  was  to 
have  God ;  it  was  to  be  bom  from  above,  to  be 
begotten  of  God. 

This  parallelism  of  the  Christian's  experience 
with  Christ's  had  alreadv  been  the  theme  of  the 
impassioned  teaching  of  the  apostle  Paul.  But  the 
mode  of  expression  was  different.  To  him  the 
crisis  of  Messiah's  career  had  been  his  death  and 
resurrection.  These  events,  accordingly,  supplied 
the  figure  for  the  believer  who  was  '  dead  to  sin ' 
but  *  alive  unto  God  in  Christ  Jesus.'  *  crucified 
with  Christ,'  *  crucified  unto  the  world,'  '  buried  with 
him  through  baptism  into  death,'  '  raised  with  Christ,' 
and  even  '  made  to  sit  with  him  in  the  heavenlv 
places.'  *  The  Johannine  language  is  moulded  on 
another  type  ;  the  ideal  correspondence  is  expressed 

1  Rom.  6" ;  G«/.2»     »*;  Rom,  6* :  Co/.  3»;  £>*«.  2«.     Whatever  be  the 
htermry  origio  of  the  last  two  pa^sage^^,  they  certainly  embody  Pauline  idea& 
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in  a  new  idiom,  but  the  same  experience  lies  behind 
it.  The  phraseology  starts  from  the  conception  of 
the  Messianic  '  Son  ' ; — '  whosoever  believeth  that 
Jesus  Christ  is  the  Son  of  God  is  begotten  (or 
bom)  of  God  ' — but  it  becomes  the  description  of 
the  ideal  Christian.  In  the  Synoptic  teaching,  to  be 
the  sons  of  God  is  the  final  goal  of  the  disciples' 
endeavour  :  '  blessed  are  the  peacemakers,  for  they 
shall  be  called  sons  of  God';  'love  your  enemies, 
that  ye  may  be  sons  of  your  Father  which  is  in 
heaven.'  The  Johannine  writings  present  birth 
'  from  above  ' — to  be  begotten  or  born  of  God  ' — 
as  the  actual  condition  of  the  believer.  This  like- 
wise is  in  accordance  with  the  language  of  Paul, 
'  for  as  many  as  are  led  by  the  spirit  of  God,  these 
are  sons  of  God '  {Rom.  8'*).  For  John,  the  chief 
mark  of  such  birth  is  love:  Move  is  of  God,  and 
whosoever  loveth  is  begotten  (or  born)  of  God,  and 
knoweth  God,'  1  John  4',  and  such  birth  carries  with 
it  tremendous  consequences  1 — 

\  John  3»,  Whosoever  ii  begotten  (or  born)  of  God  doeth  no 
sin,  because  his  seed  abideth  in  bim  ;  and  he  cannot  sin  because 
he  is  begotten  of  God. 

S'^,  We  know  thai  whosoever  is  begotten  of  God  sinneth  not. 

Such  permanent  power  was  there  in  this  august 
generation,  that  the  writer  who  had  seen  it  at  work 
among  the  men  and  women,  the  shopkeepers  and 
craftsmen,  the  masters  and  slaves,  who  made  up  the 

'  Tbe  word  is  used  of  physic«l  birth,  Joktt  3'  •  18" ;  ol  spiritual  in  the 
same  colloquy  with  Nicodemua  j*',  voA  often  elsewhere.  Of  Jesus  it  is  not 
used  io  Ihe  apirituil  Mrase  unless  I  Jobu  5"  be  applied  lu  him  {with  WeM- 
cotl  and  ocbers). 
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Churches  of  Asia,  could  explicitly  claim  sinlessness 
for  those  who  were  thus  divinely  bom.  Doubtless 
there  was  a  sense  in  which  Jesus  was  designated  the 
*  only  begotten  Son  '  ^ ;  but  *  as  many  as  received 
him,  to  them  gave  he  the  right  to  become  children 
of  God,'  so  that  the  Letter  declares,  *  Beloved,  now 
are  we  the  children  of  God/  *  The  world  might  be 
hostile  or  ignorant ;  but  the  children  of  God  rest  in 
God's  love,  and  into  the  sublime  fellowship  of  life 
between  Jesus  and  the  Father  they  also  enter,  '  that 
they  may  all  be  one ;  even  as  thou,  Father,  art  in 
me,  and  I  in  thee,  that  they  also  may  be  in  us.'  * 

The  progress  of  Christianity  already  gave  a 
wider  scope  to  this  aim  than  had  been  realised  at 
the  outset  of  its  preaching.  The  Gospel  had  been 
carried  along  the  Mediterranean.  It  had  appealed 
to  men  of  every  race  ;  its  effects  were  limited  to 
no  single  nationality.  Already  Paul  beheld  it  tran- 
scending differences  of  class,  sex,  and  country :  the 
Greek  and  the  Jew,  the  barbarian  and  the  Scythian, 
the  free  and  the  enslaved,  all  obeyed  its  call  and  felt 
its  power.  The  Christian  recognised  in  his  own 
case,  and  he  observed  in  others,  a  vital  change. 
Life,  habits,  thoughts,  affections,  all  were  altered. 
The  immediate  source  of  all  this  was  Christ,  and  the 
purpose  of  Christianity  seemed  unlimited  and  without 
distinction.     It  must  embrace  all  human  kind ;  in 

^  John  i^,  3^'^";  I  John  4'  'only-begotten*  apparently  in  the  sense  of 
•  only/  Luke  f\  8«  9*. 

«  John  i" ;  I  John  3». 

»  John  17". 
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the  language  of  the  Baptist,  yohn  i**,  'Behold  the 
'  lamb  of  God,  which  taketh  away  the  sin  of  the  world.' 
The  Gospel,  then,  has  a  universal  significance  ;  and 
the  place  of  the  Gentiles  is  assured,  To  the 
Samaritan  woman  is  delivered  the  charter  of  uni- 
versal religion  : 

John  4"  '*■'*,  The  hour  coineth,  when  neither  in  this  maun- 
tain,  nor  in  Jerusalem,  shall  ye  worship  the  Faiher. 

The  hour  cometh  and  now  is,  when  the  true  worshippers  shall 
worship  the  Father  in  spirit  and  truth  :  for  such  doth  the  Father 
seek  to  be  his  worshippers.  God  is  a  Spirit ;  and  they  that 
woTbfaip  him  must  worship  him  in  spirit  and  truth. 

Why  is  not  this  uttered  in  the  Temple,  in  the 
hearing  of  priest  and  Levite  ?  It  is  because  it  repre- 
sents not  so  much  a  protest  against  the  unspintual 
worship  under  the  Law,  as  the  release  of  religion 
from  all  local  and  traditional  forms,  and  the  new 
conception  of  it  as  a  spiritual  relation  into  which  all 
might  enter.  The  Samaritan  woman  with  her  five 
husbands — the  symbol  (it  is  supposed)  of  the 
settlers  of  five  nationalities  each  with  their  own 
god' — is  the    typical    figure    of    heathenism,    which 

^  i  Kittgi  17",  Babylon.  Cuthah,  Awa,  Hamath,  and  Sepharvaim.  Tfae 
aiilh  husband  who  is  no  husband,  denotu  Ibe  schismatk  worship  od  Ht. 
Gerizim.  So  Meiderer,  Urihrisltnth.  and  cd.  1903,  vol.  li.,  p.  356,  following 
HeDsstcDberg  ;  Jean  R^flte,  Lt  QHalriitni  tvangilt,  1901,  p.  150.  Further 
highly  interesting  developments  of  allegory  in  the  whole  scene  are  traced  by 
Abboll,  EniycL  Bi6l.  'Go^spels,'  ii.  lilol-  If  Dr.  Abbott's  illustrative  use  of 
Philo  be  admitted,  il  would  accm  that  there  was  a  regular  vocabulary  of 
symbolism  well  established,  uid  presumably  inlelligible  to  those  who  wer« 
trained  in  these  peculiar  modes  of  thought.  The  key  may  be  sometimes 
applied  [d  the  wrong  way ;  but  of  the  presence  of  Ibis  clement  there  can  be 
no  doubt.  This  is  the  real  answer  to  the  plea  of  Dr.  Dods,  E^fosilot't  Gmk 
Tist.,  vol.  i.,  p.  679,  'The  writer  professes  to  produce  certain  facts  which 
have  powerfully  influenced  the  minds  of  men,  and  have  produced  faith.     II 
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knew  not  what  it  worshipped,  ".  for  that  saving 
knowledge  lay  vnih  Israel  in  the  past,  though  now  it 
is  thrown  open  to  all.  Jesus,  therefore,  is  in  this 
aspect  the  '  light  of  the  worid,'  8"*,  in  another 
sense  from  that  in  which  the  same  designation  is 
given  to  the  disciples  in  Matt.  5".  And  Christianity, 
though  in  one  aspect  it  issues  out  of  Judaism,  is,  in 
another,  on  a  really  different  plane.  Here  is  no 
consciousness  of  historical  development,  such  as 
pervaded  the  thought  of  Paul.  The  law  has  been 
no  peedagogus  to  bring  Israel  to  Christ,  Gal.  3*'. 
The  struggle  concerning  the  admission  of  the 
Gentiles  is  over.  The  good  shepherd  has  '  other 
sheep  which  are  not  of  this  fold ' ;  they,  too,  miist 
be  brought  in,  '  and  there  shall  be  one  flock,  one 
shepherd,"  10".  So  Caiaphas  involuntarily  pro- 
phesies that  '  Jesus  should  die  for  the  nation  ;  and 
not  for  the  nation  only,  but  that  he  might  also  gather 
together  into  one  the  children  of  God  that  are  scat- 
tered abroad,'  1 1" ;  and  Jesus  prays  on  the  last 
night  not  only  for  the  apostles,  '  but  for  them  also 
that  believe  on  me  through  their  word,'  17*.  But  if 
Jesus  had  thus  sanctioned  the  preaching  of  the 
Gospel  to  the  Gentiles  by  word  and  deed  in  his 
own  lifetime,  the  opposition  to  Paul's  great  mission 
would  have  been  impossible. 

The  scope  of  Christianity  is  thus  conceived  upon 
a  different  scale.  True,  the  disciples  were  addressed 
as  the  '  light  of  the  world '  ;  true,   the  field  of  the 

these  pretended  facts  weip  fictions,  then  the  writer  is  disboDCSt  and  bcDeath 
conlempl,'  The  Gospel  is  judged  unjustly  if  allowance  is  not  made  for  the 
n  which  it  is  conceived. 
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sower  was  defined  by  the  same  term.  Matt.  5",  13**.^ 
But  the  Synoptic  teaching  gives  this  word  no  pro- 
minence like  that  which  it  acquires  in  the  Fourth 
Gospel.  There  Jesus  is  depicted  as  '  the  lamb 
which  taketh  away  the  sin  of  the  world  ' ;  he  is  '  the 
light  of  the  world,  the  saviour  of  the  world  '  ;  but 
though  the  world  was  made  through  him,  i'",  it 
nevertheless  lies  in  fundamental  opposition  to  God.' 
On  the  one  hand  is  the  upper  realm  of  light  and 
truth,  of  love  and  life  ;  on  the  other,  are  the  counter- 
parts below  of  darkness  and  falsehood,  hatred  and 
death.  These  have  their  home  in  '  the  world  ' ; 
which  is,  indeed,  sometimes  identified  with  the 
visible  scene  around  us  (e.g  I  yohn  a'*""),  but  much 
more  often  denotes  the  sum  of  human  life,  the 
sphere  of  man's  activity  and  character.  What, 
then,  becomes  of  the  conception  presented  in  the 
First  Three  Gospels,  of  the  warfare  between  Mes- 
siah and  the  powers  of  evil  ?  It  has  undergone  a 
complete  transformation.  Christ  is,  indeed,  in 
essential  conflict  with  Satan,  13*^,  under  the  name 
of  the  '  devil '  or  the  '  prince  of  this  world,'  8", 
13*.  1  yi^AiS'"*;  12",  14*°.  16^'.  But  the  contest 
is  not  waged  with  the  demons.  Not  a  single 
sufferer  is  delivered  from  the  bondage  of  an  evil 
spirit.     The  belief,  indeed,  is  not  unrecognised,  for 

'  lo  Ibii  latter  case  there  is  good  reason  lo  believe  Ihal  Ihe  parable 
is  secondary,  aod  Ihe  eiposilion  consequently  later  still.  Cp.  First  Thrtt 
Cos^Ii.  ed.  I,  p.  n%-i;  JUlicher,  Dit  GUidmnmliH  /tSM,  vol.  ii.  (l899),p.  $63. 

*  I  John  5",  '  We  know  that  we  are  of  God,  and  the  whole  world  lietb  in 
the  evil  one.'  Here  is  another  mark  of  difference  of  conception.  The  ■  world  ■ 
of  the  I^logue  is  not  idemLcal  with  the  world  ruled  by  the  devil. 
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three  times  over  the  charge  of  being  possessed  is 
flung  against  Jesus  himself,  7",  8**^*,  10";  but  the 
great  struggle  between  the  kingdom  of  God  and  the 
kingdom  of  Satan  does  not  take  the  form  of  the 
expulsion  of  the  '  devils.'  It  is  transferred  to  the 
sphere  of  religious  experience.  The  function  of 
Christ  is  to  conquer  the  world  ;  and  the  disciple,  in 
his  turn,  achieves  the  same  end. 

Over  against  the  vast  forces  of  ignorance,  error, 
and  unfaith,  stands  the  little  group  of  believers. 
Chosen  out  of  a  hostile  society  by  the  election  of 
the  truth,  and  hated  by  the  unbelieving  multitude, 
they  continue  in  their  own  persons  the  ancient  oppo- 
sition between  the  world  and  God.  This  is  the  real 
scene  where  the  powers  of  good  and  evil  meet  and 
clash.  In  technical  language  the  Son  of  God  is 
manifested  that  he  may  destroy  the  works  of  the 
devil,  I  yohn  3®:  and  the  subjection  of  the  Adversary 
is  accomplished  by  Messiah's  death  and  the  exalta- 
tion of  the  Son  to  his  former  glory.  For  this  is  the 
beginning  of  the  advance  of  the  true  knowledge  of 
God  and  Christ,  by  which  the  '  prince  of  this  world ' 
is  stripped  of  his  power  and  '  cast  out,'  1 2" — the 
term  used  of  the  demons  in  the  Synoptic  teaching, 
Matt.  1 2**'*®.  From  another  point  of  view  the  same 
entry  of  Messiah  into  the  heavenly  life,  the  same 
growth  and  progress  of  the  Church  on  earth  which 
followed  it,  constitute  the  judgment  by  which  the 
same  evil  power  is  condemned,  16".  The  language 
ascribed  to  Christ  at  once  reflects  and  transfigures 
the  actual  events  which  followed.     It  was  the  dis- 
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cipies  who  were  striving  in  the  battlefield.  '  I  have 
written  unto  you,  young  men,  because  ye  are  strong, 
and  the  logos  of  God  abideth  in  you,  and  ye  have 
overcome  (conquered)  the  evil  one,'  i  ^ohn  2"; 
conquest  was  certain  for  those  who  were  born  from 
above  ;  '  whatsoever  is  begotten  of  God  overcometh 
the  world,'  1  yohn  5'.  The  issue  for  faith  is  sure  : 
Messiah's  triumph  is  the  pledge  of  the  victory  of 
the  Church  :  '  in  the  world  ye  shall  have  tribulation; 
but  be  of  good  cheer,  1  have  overcome  the  world,' 
John  i6». 

If  the  Son  of  God  is  manifested  that  he  may 
'  destroy  the  works  of  the  devil,'  what  works  does  he 
employ  for  this  purpose  ?  They  are,  naturally,  the 
works  of  God,  foh»  9* :  '  We  must  work,'  says  Jesus 
(associating  the  disciples  with  him  *,  as  in  3"  '  we 
speak ').  '  the  works  of  him  that  sent  me.'  To  these, 
therefore,  he  appeals  as  unimpeachable  witnesses  to 
his  true  character,  5",  10".  They  have  been  given 
him  by  the  Father ;  their  sum  constitutes  one  con- 
tinuous '  work '  the  discharge  of  which  is  like 
heavenly  food,  4** ;  on  the  last  night  of  his  earthly 
life  he  can  look  back  and  say,  17* — 

I  glorified  thee  on  the  earth  having  accomplished  the  work 
which  thou  hast  given  me  lo  do. 

What,  then,  are  these  works  which  are  the  seal 
and  testimony  of  his  mission  ?  The  language  of 
the  Evangelist  shows  that  he  understands  by  them 
the  wondrous  signs  which  are  wrought  by  Christ : 
'  what  doest  thou  for  a  sign  that  we  may  see,  and 
believe  thee  ?    what   workest   thou  ? '   6*' :   and   he 
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closes  his  narrative  with  the  assurance  that  many 
more  were  performed  than  were  recorded,  20*^^ : 

Many  other  signs  therefore  did  Jesus  in  the  presence  of  the 
disciples,  which  are  not  written  in  this  book ;  but  these  are 
written,  that  ye  may  believe  that  Jesus  is  the  Christ,  the  Son  of 
God. 

It  is  the   purpose  of   the  signs,  then,  to   produce 

belief.       Such    also,    is     the    significance    of    the 

works  : — 

io87-s8^  If  I  do  not  the  works  of  my  Father,  believe  me  not 
But  if  I  do  them,  though  ye  believe  not  me,  believe  the  works : 
that  ye  may  know  and  understand  that  the  Father  is  in  me,  and  I 
in  the  Father. 

14^^  Believe  me  that  I  am  in  the  Father,  and  the  Father  in 
me ;  or  else  believe  me  for  the  very  works'  sake. 

Why  should  Jesus  here  rest  his  appeal  on  a 
ground  which  elsewhere  he  repudiates  ?  *  Have 
faith  in  God/  he  urges,  Mark  11":  'Why  doth 
this  generation  seek  a  sign  ?  verily  I  say  unto  you, 
there  shall  no  sign  be  given  unto  this  generation,' 
Mark  8".  The  answer  is  to  be  found  in  the  real 
character  of  the  '  works.'  It  has  already  been 
noticed  that  in  the  Fourth  Gospel  Christ's  whole 
career  may  be  viewed  as  one  long  '  work.'  But  it  is 
also  noteworthy  that  the  *  works '  are  closely  asso- 
ciated with  '  words.' 

14^^,  The  words  that  I  say  unto  you  I  speak  not  from  myself, 
but  the  Father  abiding  in  me  doeth  his  works. 

15^,  If  I  had  not  come  and  spoken  unto  them  they  had  not 
had  sin.  .  .  .^,  If  I  had  not  done  among  them  the  works  which 
none  other  did,  they  had  not  had  sin.^ 

^  On  this  distinction  between  signs  and  works,  of  which  Wendt  makes 
special  use  in  support  of  his  theory  of  an  Evangelic  source  and  a  later 
editorial  treatment,  see  his  Gospel  accorditig  to  St  John,  p.  58  ff. 
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iPart  of  the  '  work '  of  Jesus,  then,  certainly  is  his 
Iteaching.     This  is  one  aspect  of  his  Messianic  char- 
lacter   as    the    '  truth '    and    the    '  life.'      His    whole 
F  ministry  is  an  imparting  of  life,   '  I  came  that  they 
I  may  have  Hfe,  and   may  have  it  abundantly,'    lo". 
I  This  gift  of  life  is  among  the  greater  '  works  '  which 
I  the  Father  will  show  to  the  Son,  s**"" ;  and  this  Is 
I  the  real  attestation  of  the  working  of   Christ  in  the 
I  world.     Looking  out  over  the  corn-fields  of  Samaria, 
I  Jesus    declared    them    white   already    unto    harvest. 
T  The   labourers  would   gather  fruit  unto  life  eternal ; 
I  their  toil  was  the  preaching  of  the  Gospel  and  the 
'  harvesting  of  souls.     And  such   '  works  '  were   iden- 
tical with  his  own.     The  doers  of  ill,  representatives 
of  the  world,  hated  the  light  and  would  not  come  to 
it,  lest   their  works  should  be  reproved.       But   the 
doers  of  the  truth  had  no  such    fear  i  they  came  to 
the  light,   that  their  works  might    be  'manifested' 
that  they   had  been   wrought  in   God,   3^".     Once 
more  is  the  parallel  drawn  between  the  Teacher  and 
,  the  disciple,  between  Christ  and  the  Church. 

The  evidential  character  of  the  'signs,'  then, 
f  does  not  He  in  the  external  event.  It  is  not  the  cure 
of  the  cripple,  the  multiplication  of  the  loaves,  the 
gift  of  sight  to  the  blind,  not  even  the  summons  of 
Lazarus — four  days  dead — from  the  grave,  that  is 
the  essential  element.  These  narratives  must 
be  studied  in  the  light  of  the  hidden  meanings 
I  everywhere  implied,  and  sometimes  frankly  dis- 
closed. The  Evangelist  lives  in  a  world  in  which 
I  the    transition    is    easy    from    the    symbol    to    the 
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spiritual    reality.      His    concern    is    not    with    the 
physical    but    with     the    ideal.       He     clothes     his 
thought  in    the   forms   of    a    scene   of    sight   and 
touch.      But  he  really  shows  us  the  operation  of 
spiritual  energies.     The  multitude  who  were  fed  in 
the  desert,  are  warned  not  to  work  for   perishable 
food,  6*^,  and  immediately  want  to  know  what  they 
must  do  to  *work  the  works  of  Grod.'     The  'work  of 
God,'  answers  Jesus,  is  to  'believe  on    him  whom 
he  hath  sent.'     Faith  in  Christ  was  the  great  instru- 
ment of   the  progress  of  the  Church;  and  in  the 
stories  of  the  'bread  of  life,'  the  'light  of  the  world' 
which    carried   judgment  along  with  it — 'that  they 
which  see  not  may  see,  and  that  they  which  see  may 
become  Wind' — ,  and  the  'resurrection  and  the  life/ 
the  parables  of  Christian  trust  and  Christian  ex- 
perience were  writ  large  for  all  to  read.     Here  lay 
the  secret  of  the  promise,  14": — 

Verily,  verily,  I  say  unto  you,  He  that  believeth  on  me,  the 
works  that  I  do  shall  he  do  also ;  and  greater  works  than  these 
shall  he  do,  because  I  go  unto  the  Father. 

What  greater  works  ?  Feed  more  thousands,  set 
more  lame  men  on  their  feet,  raise  more  dead? 
Assuredly  not.  The  works  are  works  of  the  spirit. 
The  superiority  of  the  disciples'  achievement  depends 
on  the  departure  of  the  Teacher,  because  the  Church 
could  only  set  forth  to  win  the  world  when  he  was  on 
earth  no  more.  The  spread  of  the  truth  meant  the 
recovery  of  true  vision,  the  invigoration  of  the  morally 
halt,  the  quickening  of  the  dead  in  trespasses  and 
sins,  on  a  colossal  scale.     When  Pliny  described  to 
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the  emperor  Trajan  (111-113,  A.D.)  the  abandoned 
altars,  the  deserted  temples,  the  neglected  worship, 
of  Bithynia,  where  Christianity  had  already  made  un- 
I  exampled  progress,  he  bore  testimony  to  the  reaping 
from  the  seed  of  apostolic  toil;  the  fruits  were  being 
already  garnered  to  eternal  life;  others  had  laboured, 
and  the  Church  had  entered  into  their  labour. 


V. 


Such  was  the  high  significance  of  the  belief  that 
Jesus  is  the  Christ;  the  experience  of  the  'children 
of  God'  is  everywhere  parallel  with  that  of  the 'Son;' 
and  mightier  things  are  wrought  by  the  believer  than 
Messiah  himself  had  accomplished.  For  those  who 
believe,  'have  life  in  his  name.' 

The  conception  of  'life'  as  it  emerges  in  the 
Fourth  Gospel  is  the  result  of  a  long  spiritual  de- 
velopment. Centuries  before  Jesus,  the  prophets 
had  offered  Israel  the  two  alternatives  of  'life'  and 
'  death  ' :  '  choose  life,'  cried  the  Deuteronomic 
preacher,  '  that  thou  mayesl  live,  thou  and  thy 
seed':  but  the  life  was  the  life  of  the  nation  on  its 
ancient  land.  The  same  symbols  served  the  sages 
to  denote  the  issues  of  wisdom  and  folly.'  Two 
gates  there  were,  one  narrow  and  one  wide  ;  they 
opened  on  two  paths,  one  leading  to  destruction,  and 
the  other  to  'life,'  Matt.  7'*"'*.  'Life'  in  the  coming 
age  would  be  the  privilege  of  those  who  should  enter 
Messiah's   realm ;  and  it  was   natural  to   ask   the 

'  Pnm.  8»*,  9"».  etc. 
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Teacher  what  must  be  done  to  inherit  it,  Mark  Io'^ 
There  is  no  *  age  to  come  '  in  yohn.  The  '  door  '  is 
there,  let  the  believer  pass  at  once  into  the  fold  ; 
Jesus  is  himself  the  *  door,'  the  *  way/  and  the  '  life.' 
Such  sayings  reveal  at  once  that  the  Messianic 
salvation  is  not  something  to  be  postponed  to  the 
future ;  it  is  to  be  realised  at  once.  Moreover,  it  is 
not  to  be  gained  by  '  doing '  anything :  its  essence 
lies  in  knowledge,  17*: — 

This  is  life  eternal,  that  they  should  know  thee  the  only  true 
God,  and  him  whom  thou  didst  send,  even  Jesus  Christ. 

To  *  be  in  him  that  is  true,'  1  ^ohn  5*  is  already 
to  have  eternal  life.  The  purpose  of  Messiah's 
coming  is  that  men  may  have  life ;  and  when  they 
turn  away  hostile  or  indifferent,  he  pleads  *  Ye  will 
not  come  to  me  that  ye  may  have  life.'  This  was 
already  the  experience  of  the  preachers  of  the 
Gospel.  *  Life '  was  the  only  word  which  could  des- 
cribe for  Paul  the  essential  quality  of  the  '  mind  of 
the  spirit '  when  it  had  been  raised  from  the  death 
of  sin  into  the  glorious  liberty  of  the  children  of 
God.  The  quickening  of  this  life  is  a  frequent 
theme  of  the  Evangelist,  who  shows  us  Messiah  in 
colloquy  with  manifold  types  of  character, — the  Jews 
again  and  again  scornfully  indifferent,  or  openly  an- 
tagonistic,— the  timid  enquirer  Nicodemus — the 
fickle  Samaritan  woman — the  excellent  but  con- 
ventional Martha — the  deep-souled  Mary,  with  the 
general  result  that  the  issue  of  his  appeal  is  carried 
to  a  higher  stage,  '  No  man  can  come  to  me  except 
the  Father  who  hath  sent  me,  draw  him.' 
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Most  intimate,  and  at  the  same  time  most  com- 
prehensive of  all,  is  the  farewell  address  in  the  upper 
chamber  after  the  last  supper.  The  audience,  how- 
ever, is  not  limited  to  the  Eleven  from  whom  the 
traitor  has  now  severed  himself.  There  is  a  wider 
apostolate  sent  forth  into  the  world  ;  and  Messiah's 
words  are  designed  for  the  whole  Church.  The 
chief  theme  is  the  fellowship  of  the  disciples  ;  what 
power  was  it  that  had  separated  them  from  the 
world  ?  what  power  was  it  that  united  them  among 
themselves  ?  The  answer  is  not  reached  by  reason- 
ing or  analysis  :  it  is  a  record  of  experience.  In 
form  the  language  of  Jesus  may  speak  in  the  accents 
of  prophecy  ;  but  in  reality  it  reposes  upon  actual 
fact.  There  are  different  spheres  and  modes  of 
knowledge;  and  not  all  kinds  of  knowledge  are 
gained  in  the  same  way.  The  preacher  of  a  new 
Gospel  does  not  address  himself  to  the  enquiring 
intellect,  nor  act  by  arguments  of  logic  on  the  mind. 
Spiritual  things  must  be  spiritually  discerned.  The 
attainment  of  religious  truth  will  not  seem  to  the 
soul  like  an  achievement  of  its  own  energy  :  rather 
will  it  be  a  gift  to  it  from  some  higher  source.  Such 
knowledge  is  not  the  result  of  an  examination  of 
evidence,  or  the  issue  of  processes  of  research  ;  it 
is  something  realised  by  insight  where  there  was 
before  a  blank  ;  and  the  power  of  vision  has  been 
imparted,  for  it  was  not  self-produced.  The  unseeing 
eye  might  stare  for  ever  into  vacancy  and  behold 
nothing  :  but  when  once  the  touch  of  heaven  lets  in 
the  hght,  all  things  are  radiant  and  the  world  is  full 
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of  God.  The  halt  and  maimed  may  wait  for  years 
bemoaning  their  impotence,  but  incapable  of  over- 
coming the  stubbornness  of  habit  or  temper :  only  let 
a  new  affection  break  in  upon  them  from  some  loftier 
soul,  and  they,  too,  can  rise  and  follow  the  summons 
of  a  diviner  love.  Nay,  the  very  dead  in  trespasses 
and  sins,  loosed  from  the  cerements  of  convention 
or  self -mil,  may  step  forth  to  the  day  when  the  voice 
of  power  awakens  them  to  life.  Yet  these  mar%'els 
are  not  self-wrought.  Neither  was  discipleship 
really  a  voluntary  act.  The  messengers  of  the 
Good  News,  as  they  presented  their  summons  to 
faith,  saw  it  work  here  its  blessed  work,  and  fall 
there  fruitless  and  cold  ;  a  divine  election  distin- 
guished those  who  could  respond ;  *  Ye  did  not 
choose  me,'  says  Jesus,  *  but  I  chose  you,  that 
ye  should  go  and  bear  fruit,  and  that  your  fruit 
should  abide,'  i5**.  Behind  Christ,  then,  stands  the 
Father.  Messiah  himself  can  only  draw  those  who 
are  appointed  for  his  attraction  :  *  All  that  which 
the  Father  giveth  me  shall  come  unto  me,'  6"  ;  *  I 
manifested  thy  name  unto  the  men  whom  thou 
gavest  me  out  of  the  world,'  1 7*.  The  self-conscious 
life  is  swallowed  up  in  grace.  Are  any  indifferent  to 
its  invitation  ?  the  failure  does  not  lie  with  the 
messenger  or  with  the  truth  ;  it  is  referred  to  the 
ultimate  purpose  of  God,  and  finds  its  cause  (though 
not  its  explanation)  in  the  timeless  depths  whence 
came  alike  the  world  and  man.^ 

*  A  lomewhat  diflferent  view  is  involved  in  the  language  which  describes 
the  Jews  as  '  of  their  father  the  devil/  8^ ;  cp.  generally  the  '  children  of  God' 
and  the  '  children  of  the  devil/  i  John  3>°. 
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Religion  will  always  regard  its  own  achievements 
as  the  product  of  a  will  higher  than  its  own.  As  the 
saving  energy  of  the  Church  carried  it  forwards,  and 
drew  into  it  more  and  more  '  out  of  the  world,'  the 
source  and  seat  of  its  power  evidently  lay  in  God. 
Through  what  medium,  however,  was  this  power 
transmitted  ?  What  spiritual  nexus  held  the  be- 
lievers together  in  fellowship  ?  The  Church,  which 
supplied  the  Apostle  Paul  with  so  vivid  a  type  of 
organic  unity  through  the  contributions  of  its  several 
members  to  the  welfare  of  the  whole,  is  naturally 
nowhere  named.  But  the  conception  is  constantly 
present  in  the  form  of  a  double  relation,  that  of  the 
disciples  to  their  heavenly  Lord,  and  that  of  the 
disciples  among  one  another.  This  is  the  meaning 
of  the  emblem  of  the  vine  and  its  branches,  15'*. 
It  was  an  ancient  symbol,  familiar  alike  to  the  Jew 
and  to  the  Greek.  It  had  been  the  type  of  Israel's 
nation  in  the  past,  Ps.  So*"'* ;  it  was  associated  in 
Hellenic  thought  with  some  of  the  most  sacred 
mysteries  of  death  and  life.  The  Christian  now 
found  in  it  the  figure  of  his  union  with  his  Master,' 
and  the  place  of  both  together  in  the  husbandry  of 
the  Father.  Neither  vine  nor  branches  can  exist 
apart ;  each  is  necessary  to  the  other ;  in  Johannine 
language,  each  is  '  in  '  the  other.  Only  the  branches 
that  abide  in  the  vine  bear  fruit :  the  withered 
boughs  are  removed  and  burned.     Is  it  necessary 

1  The  fisunitive  use  of  ihe  'rine  in  conaeiioo  with  the  Euctuuisljc  cup  is 
obvious  in  the  thanksgiving  prayer.  Teadting  o/  iht  XII.  AfoslUt,  ii.  t,  but 
the  application  of  the  ajrmbol  ia  not  clear. 


440 


THE    FOURTH    GOSPEL 


to  turn  poetry  into  prose  ?  The  Gospel  itself  tells 
us  what  are  the  practical  equivalents  translated 
from  the  language  of  personality  into  actual  ex- 
perience :  '  If  ye  abide  in  me,  and  my  words  [say- 
ings] abide  in  you,'  15' — this  is  the  actual  effect 
of  Christian  teaching :  and  conversely,  '  If  ye  keep 
my  commandments,  ye  shall  abide  in  my  love  '  ^°, 
and  '  he  that  keepeth  his  commandments  abideth 
in  him,  and  he  in  him,*  1  ^ohn  3**.  Righteous- 
ness and  love  are  the  sure  tokens  of  Messiah's 
presence. 

But  there  was  another  aspect  of  the  Church's 
life.  Jesus  had  departed,  and  his  messengers  went 
forth  into  the  world.  They  found  themselves  con- 
fronted with  new  ideas ;  fresh  modes  of  thought 
beset  them,  for  which  it  was  needful  to  find  a  home 
within  the  Gospel.  How  could  these  be  accommo- 
dated in  Christian  teaching  ?  What  form  could 
represent  the  process  ?  The  Teacher  had  himself 
foreseen  it :  '  I  have  yet  many  things  to  say  unto 
you,  but  ye  cannot  bear  them  now,'  16".  To  impart 
this  guidance  in  the  future  would  be  the  work  of  the 
Spirit  of  truth,  another  Paraclete,'  a  helper  who 
would  be  always  with  them,  and  be  the  organ  of  pro- 
gressive revelation.  Nor  would  his  function  be 
limited  to  leaching.  As  new  questions  were  started 
and  new  answers  found,  as  increasing  numbers  were 
gathered  into  the  '  one  flock,'  the  presence  of  the 
Church  in  the  world  involved  a  kind  of  continuous 
trial  of  the  world,  and  the  Spirit,  therefore,  might  be 
'  14",  cp.  I  fohn  1*. 
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said  to  convict  it  of  sin  and  righteousness  and  judg- 
ment, when  the  works  of  good  and  evil  were  severed, 
and  the  lovers  of  the  darkness  were  contrasted  with 
the  lovers  of  the  light.'  The  revelation  which  Christ 
began,  and  which  carried  a  discriminating  power  with 
it,  was  thus  not  complete  in  him.  It  was  fulfilled  in 
the  expanding  Church ,  which  had  a  chrism  for 
believers  analogous  to  that  which  had  rested  on  their 
Master  ;  '  Ye  have  an  anointing  from  the  Holy  One, 
and  ye  know  all  things '  (or,  ye  all  know  [the  truth]), 
I  yohn  2*°,  op.  ^.  Yet  even  this  did  not  exhaust  the 
source  of  life,  or  the  modes  of  its  transmission. 
Christ  and  the  Spirit  were  but  different  messengers 
of  the  Father.  The  Son  was  himself  the  chief  of 
heaven's  apostles,  sent  *  into  the  world  for  its  de- 
liverance, yohn  3",  as  John  had  been  sent  from  God 
before  him,  i',  and  as  he  sent  his  followers  after 
him,  17"  : — 

As  thou  didst  stnd  me  into  [he  world,  even  so  sent  I  them 
into  the  world. 

So  the  teaching  '  Helper'  is  also  sent  by  the  Father, 
14**,  but  in  the  name  of  Christ,^  whose  work  of  im- 
parting the  knowledge  of  the  truth  he  thus  con- 
tinues. Here,  then,  are  three  phases  of  the  same 
ultimate  reality.  They  differ  in  their  historic  form  : 
as  organs  of  teaching,  Christ  and  the  Spirit  can  be 

'  16'.  cp.  3";  on  this  tnniforniatioa  of  the   Synoptic  idea  of  (he  judg- 


'  (ireek  apoaltUe,  whence  the  word  mposlolos. 

'  So  Quid  are  these  conceplions  thai  in  15"*  the  '  Helper'  is  10  be  tent  bj 


i  in  the  Father  from  whom  be  ii 


!■  forth.     Tbe  vert) 


ITS    AIM    AND    MEANING 


443 


in  us:  that  the  world  may  believe  that  thou  didst  send  me.  And 
the  glory  which  thou  hast  given  me,  I  have  given  unto  them  ;  that 
they  may  be  one,  even  as  we  arr  one  ;  1  in  them  and  thou 
in  me,  that  thty  may  lie  perfectrd  into  one. 

The  visible  '  coming'  of  Jesus  is  thus  transmuted 
in  the  Fourth  Gospel  into  spiritual  fact.  The  con- 
nexion of  the  second  Advent  with  great  external 
events  is  altogether  severed.'  Where  are  the  'signs' 
which  fill  the  air  with  portents  of  impending  change, 
the  darkened  sun,  the  moon  eclipsed,  the  stars  that 
fall  from  heaven  ?  The  grand  scenic  display  which 
will  usher  in  the  new  age,  the  Son  of  Man  with 
angel-retinue  and  trumpet-blast  descending  from  the 
sky,  the  rising  multitude  caught  up  from  earth  to 
meet  him  in  the  air — these  have  all  vanished, 
j^onian  life  is  not  something  to  be  inaugurated 
hereafter  with  a  great  '  renovation,'  it  is  to  be 
realised  in  the  believers'  life-time.'  One  entire 
order  of  ideas  has  almost  disappeared,  and  another 
has  taken  its  place.  Echoes,  indeed,  of  the  older 
Messianic  expectation  may  be  heard  here  and  there  ; 
but  their  very  incongruity  with  their  context  betrays 
the  '  translation  '  which  the  fundamental  conceptions 
have  undergone.  The  '  coming '  {farousia)  which 
in  the  Synoptic  narratives  is  the  theme  of  such 
solemn  prophecy  on  the  Mount  of  Olives,'  is 
nowhere  named  in  the  Fourth  Gospel,  though  it 
appears  in  the  First  Letter ;  it  is  the  last  hour,  z", 
lei  the  disciples  be  prepared,  2**: — 

'  See  amr.  Led.  VI.,  p.  373. 

■Cp-yoAn  t4i>, '  because  I  live,  ye  shall  live  aim.' 

'  See  Lett  VI.,  anlr,  p.  3J4. 
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And  now,  little  children,  abide  in  him ;  that  if  be  shall  be 
manifested,  we  may  have  boldness,  and  not  be  ashamed  before 
him  at  his  coming. 

But  the  outward  and  inward  advent  really  appear 
side  by  side :  '  the  darkness  is  passing  away,  and  the 
true  light  already  shineth,'  2*.  In  the  Gospel  the 
parousia  is  ignored.  The  visible  return,  with  its 
transition  amid  the  sympathy  of  nature  from  the 
close  of  an  exhausted  and  decrepit  age  to  the  open- 
ing promise  of  the  '  age  to  come/  is  no  longer  true 
to  faith.  The  great  dramatic  catastrophes  in  which 
Hebrew  faith  saw  the  assertion  of  the  sovereignty 
of  heaven,  did  not  appeal  to  Hellenic  thought. 

The  coming  of  the  Son  of  Man  was  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  resurrection  and  the  judgment.*  What 
place  is  found  for  these  in  the  Johannine  escha- 
tology?  The  terms  are  there,  but  the  events  which 
they  denote  have  been  converted  into  symbols  of 
the  inner  life.  '  I  am  the  resurrrection  and  the  life,' 
says  Jesus  to  Martha,  ii";  'he  that  believeth  on 
me,  though  he  die,  yet  shall  he  live ;  and  whosoever 
liveth  and  believeth  on  me  shall  never  die.'  Messiah 
is  himself  the  embodiment,  the  manifestation,  of  the 
true  life :  and  as  the  Apostle  Paul  conceived  the 
members  of  the  Church  as  already  '  risen,'  so  also 
in  the  Johannine  school  did  the  resurrection  really 
take  place  when  the  believer  entered  the  holy  fellow- 
ship : — 

I  John  3^*,  We  know  that  we  have  passed  out  of  death  into 

^  Martha  naturally  expects  Lazarus  to  rise  '  at  the  last  day/  ii**.    On  this 
phrase  see  below. 
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life,  because  we  love  the  brethren.  He  that  loveth  not  abideih 
in  death. 

To  be  brought  into  relation  with  Jesus  through  the 
Church,  to  accept  his  teaching,  and  put  faith  in 
the  '  only  true  God,'  is  to  realise  already  the  Mes- 
sianic salvation,  John  5"  : — 

He  that  heareth  my  word,  and  believeth  him  that  seat  me, 
bath  eternal  life,  and  cometh  not  into  judgment,  but  hath  passed 
out  or  death  into  life. 

There  are,  indeed,  differences  of  response  to  the 
great  invitation ;  but  these  have  their  source  (as  has 
been  already  noted)  in  the  divine  action  itself,  "  : — 

For  as  the  Father  raiscth  the  dead  and  quickenelh  them,  even 
•O  the  Son  also  quickcnelh  whom  he  will. 

The  resurrection  process,  therefore,  is  already  at 
work,  «:  — 

The  hour  comelh,  and  now  is,  when  the  dead  shall  hear  the 
voice  of  the  Son  of  God ;  and  they  that  hear  shall  live. 

That  voice  replaces  the  archangel's  trumpet-blast : 
it  is  heard  in  the  Church  in  the  perpetuation  of 
Messiah's  teaching :  it  is  heard  in  the  soul  of  the 
disciple  who  accepts  and  fulfils  Messiah's  words. 
But,  in  truth,  that  is  not  all.  With  an  unexpected 
transition  from  the  inward  spiritual  process  to  an 
external  event,'  the  speaker  passes  to  the  coming 
hour,  «■" ;— 

The  hour  cometb,  in  which  all  that  are  in  the  tombs  shall 
hear  hii  voice,  and  shall  come  forth  ;  ihey  ihat  have  done  good, 
unto  the  resurrection  of  life  ;  and  they  that  have  done  ill,  to  the 
resurrection  of  judgment. 

'  Thus  rcveniDi;  (be  usual  order  of  Jobannine  piueuUtioD, 
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That  this  passage  refers  to  the  literally  dead,  re- 
posing in  their  graves,  seems  generally  agreed.*  It 
is  further  noteworthy  that  the  conditions  of  the  award 
of  life  or  of  condemnation  are  perfectly  general,  for 
the  doing  of  *  good  '  or  *  ill '  contains  no  reference 
to  any  specific  word  of  Christ,  but  is  as  universal  as 
the  basis  of  acceptance  or  rejection  in  the  great 
judgment-scene  of  Matt.  25.  Wendt  has  here  found 
traces  of  an  editorial  addition  to  an  earlier  discourse.* 
But  the  isolation  of  these  two  verses  does  not  relieve 
all  difficulties.     The  constant  use  of  the  third  person, 

*  the  Son,'  the  *  Son  of  God,'  and  *  Son  of  Man  *  in 
^•■®,  implies  a  style  quite  different  from  that  in  *  and 
the  following  section.  Something  must  be  conceded 
to  declarations  of  such  high  solemnity ;  but  the 
phrases  *  the  Son  can  do  nothing  of  himself  *  **,  and 

*  I  can  of  myself  do  nothing '  **,  seem  variants  on  a 
common  type :  and  the  earlier  passage  has  analogies 
in  the  theological  exposition  of  3^**".  May  not  the 
ultimate  solution  be  found  in  the  hypothesis  of 
diversities  of  the  material  out  of  which  the  Gospel 
was  compiled  ?  These  may  defy  analysis,  and  yet 
their  presence  in  the  total  product  may  be  almost 
certain.* 

^  Cp.  Martineau,  Seat  of  Authority ^  p.  439 ;  Holtzmann,  Hd.  Camm.  in  loc ; 
Wendt,  Gospel  according  to  St.  John,  p.  132 ;  Weiss,  Die  Vier  Evangelien  (1902). 

^  Gospel  according  to  Si.  John,  p.  131. 

*  I  find  it  hard  to  believe  that  $^^^  with  its  numerous  transitions  was  really 
written  in  one  piece.  Pfleiderer,  however,  Urchn'stenthum,  2nd  ed.  ii.  p.  360, 
supposes  that  in  ®"'  the  evangelist  combines  with  the  spiritual  view  of  3^'-* 
the  traditional  expectation  of  a  future  judgment  following  the  resurrection,  in 
accordance  with  his  permanent  design  of  mediating  between  the  faith  of  the 
Church  and  the  Gnostic  ideas.      Remarkable  in  this  connexion  are  the 
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The  resurrection  is  the  preliminary,  in  the  Synop- 
tic teaching,  to  the  judgment.  As  the  great  assize 
of  nations  dissolves  in  the  Fourth  Gospel  into  an  in- 
ward crisis  in  the  believer's  life,  so  is  it  with  the  last 
apportionment  to  heaven  or  hell.  The  judge's  seat 
has  fallen  into  the  abyss ;  the  uttered  doom  is  heard  no 
more.  But  just  as  the  Spirit  had  a  function  of  judg- 
ment in  separating  the  faithful  from  the  careless,'  so 
does  the  Son  divide  the  seeing  from  the  bhnd.  For 
truth  is  for  ever  entering  the  world  in  the  person  of 
prophet  and  teacher,  and  by  its  simple  presence  tests 
the  vision  of  souls.  It  makes  no  display,  but  the 
result  is  inevitable  ;  they  whose  eyes  are  opened,  see  ; 
the  rest,  who  cannot  recognise  it,  are  as  the  blind, 
9*.  Judgment  of  this  kind  was  only  discrimination  ; 
by  their  own  natures  and  capacities  men  were  self- 
allotted  to  one  of  two  groups.  The  separation  was 
not  outward  or  visible ;  no  opposite  flocks  were 
ranged  on  right  or  left ;  but  the  distinction  was  real, 
and  began  to  assert  itself  directly  the  new  standard 
was  raised.  And  so  it  came  about  that  though  the 
Son  was  not  sent  into  the  world  to  judge  it,  but  to 
save  it,  3",  he  became  immediately  the  ground  of 

reputed  dedarations  6*  *"',  '  ind  I  will  raise  him  up  si  the  last  day,'  which 
Bccm  ID  the  first  case  needlrss,  for  Ibcse  who  pasBcss  eternal  life  already 
will  not  Deed  rvsuiTPction,  and  in  the  othem  positive  intrusions  into  another 
context.  They  are  the  echoes  or  *;  where  the  last  clauK  with  iti  awkward 
neuter  pronoun  '  it '  has  igain  the  sir  of  an  insertion  (for  the  idea  of 
"dp.  I?*-"  ").  In  la"*  suspicion  of  enlargemenl  is  again  eicited  by  the 
ascription  of  judgment  to  a  sort  of  personification  of  Messiah's  utterance  :  the 
InlereDce  from  the  comparison  of***  with  Luke  to"  would  be  that  the  judge 
wu  Ibe  '  Father  which  icot  me.' ". 

'i6».  ■eeBM«t,p.44i. 
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its  judgment.  Just  as  he  said  '  I  am  the  resurrec- 
tion/ he  might  have  added  '  I  am  the  judgment.' 
For  this  was  the  judgment,  that  when  the  light  came 
into  the  world,  men  liked  the  darkness  better.  There 
is  no  doom  more  terrible  than  not  to  love  the  highest 
when  we  see  it. 

Such  are  some  of  the  contrasts  which  emerge 
on  a  comparison  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  with  its  pre- 
decessors. Are  they  not  largely  due  to  reflection  on 
the  phases  and  meaning  of  early  Christian  experi- 
ence, applied  to  the  reinterpretation  of  the  life  and 
teaching  of  Christ  ?  How  far  such  a  reinterpreta- 
tion can  be  accepted  as  historical,  is  hardly  to  be 
settled  by  balancing  items  of  external  testimony,  or 
even  by  reckoning  up  the  signs  of  the  author  s 
acquaintance  with  Israel,  its  land,  its  customs,  or 
its  scriptures.  Such  knowledge  cannot  guarantee 
the  accuracy  of  a  spiritual  portraiture  on  lines  so 
different  from  those  drawn  for  us  by  the  earliest 
traditions.  Its  truth  must  stand  or  fall  by  its  con- 
gruity  with  the  only  other  presentation  which  history 
offers  to  us. 

The  author  provides  us  with  a  reconstruction 
of  the  biography  of  Jesus,  which  exhibits  the  effects 
of  Christianity  in  the  light  of  the  personality  of 
Christ.  Of  that  personality  he  supplies  a  new 
explanation.  Taking  up  the  Greek  doctrine  of  the 
Logos,  wrought  into  philosophic  expression  by  Plato 
and  the  Stoics,  and  already  applied  in  various  ways 
in  the  schools  of    Hellenistic  Judaism,  he  attaches 
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it  to  the  conception  of  Messiah  as  Son  of  God  In 
brief  pregnant  sentences  he  summarises  conceptions 
long  familiar  tn  the  schools,  and  finally  identifies 
them  with  the  person  of  Jesus.  Just  as  the  Son  of 
Sirach  had  described  '  wisdom '  as  being  with  the 
Lord  for  ever,  who  poured  her  out  upon  all  his  works, 
Ecclus.  I ' '. — alone  she  compassed  the  circuit  of 
heaven,  and  walked  in  the  depth  of  the  abyss.  24* — 
till  her  creator  made  her  tabernacle  in  Jacob,  24*, 
so  did  the  Fourth  Evangelist  discern  the  indwelling 
Reason  and  the  uttered  Thought  which  constituted 
different  aspects  of  the  '  Word  with  God,'  taber- 
nacling in  Jesus,  fohn  1".  By  this  conception  the 
person  and  work  of  Jesus,  considered  as  a  manifesta- 
tion of  life,  were  related  to  the  whole  scheme  alike 
of  the  universe  and  of  human  history.  A  common 
spiritual  principle  was  seen  to  inform  and  maintain 
both  worlds  and  souls.  In  modem  language  we 
might  say  that  the  ideal  order  of  wisdom  and  might 
in  sun  and  stars,  the  ideal  order  of  righteousness 
in  the  associations  of  men,  the  ideal  order  of  truth, 
beauty,  goodness,  love,  within  the  heart,  were  all 
viewed  as  one  ;  they  were  recognised  as  phases  of 
one  infinite  energy,  one  everlasting  thought,  one 
eternal  power,  working  through  all  and  in  all.  The 
sages  of  Israel  had  identified  Wisdom  with  the  moral 
force  binding  communities  together  in  social  justice, 
and  with  the  intellectual  purpose  knitting  into  har- 
mony the  parts  and  successions  of  the  world  around. 
The  poet  of  the  nineteenth  century,  with  similar 
insight,   identifies    Duty,  conceived   as    the    'stem 
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between  the  thought  and  the  thinker,  it  could  say  in 
his  name,  *  He  that  hath  seen  me  hath  seen  the 
Father.'  In  virtue  of  the  same  unity  of  experience 
between  the  disciple  and  his  Lord,  it  could  say 
*  Christ  in  us,  and  God  in  Christ,  and  we  in  God  and 
Christ,  that  we  may  be  perfected  into  one.' 
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LECTURE  VIII. 

THE    BIBLE   AND  THE   CHURCH 

The  study  of  the  Bible  by  the  historical  method  is 
now  fairly  established.  Different  investigators  will 
naturally  attach  different  values  to  the  same  evi- 
dence ;  diificult  questions  will  be  approached  from 
varying  points  of  view ;  not  all  students  will  have 
the  same  preconceptions  respecting  the  significance 
of  the  letter  of  Scripture,  the  value  of  tradition,  or 
the  function  of  the  Church.  But  with  due  allowance 
for  these  and  other  changing  elements  of  judgment, 
it  may  be  said  broadly  that  the  treatment  of  the 
Bible  as  a  great  literary  record,  side  by  side  with 
similar  products  of  antiquity,  commands  general  (if 
not  universal)  assent. 

The  principle  of  interpreting  the  Bible  '  like  any 
other  book'  at  once  brings  into  view  the  resemblances 
which  unite  it  to  other  deposits  of  ancient  faith,  and 
the  differences  which  divide  it  from  them.  On  the 
one  hand  we  are  made  aware  of  its  multiform  char- 
acter. Its  contents  are  not  all  of  one  order.  The 
Old  Testament,  for  example,  contains  specimens  of 
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many  kinds  of  literature.  History  and  lyric,  the 
ancient  legend,  the  folk-tale,  the  parable,  the  lofty 
oracles  of  the  prophet,  the  religious  debate,  all  find 
a  place  within  its  pages.  The  recognition  of  diver- 
sities of  contents  and  style  has  fixed  attention  on 
the  processes  by  which  the  books  have  reached  their 
present  form,  and  driven  the  student  to  investigate 
the  materials  out  of  which  they  have  been  com- 
posed. This  has  again  and  again  resulted  in 
profound  modifications  alike  of  our  historic  view 
and  our  theological  beliefs.  Theories  once  ardently 
cherished  have  been  overthrown.  Conceptions  that 
had  exerted  immense  influence  for  centuries,  can  no 
longer  be  maintained.  Some  doctrines — such  as 
that  of  eternal  punishment — have  been  widely  aban- 
doned in  silence ;  others,  like  that  of  vicarious 
atonement,  have  been  so  transformed  even  in  fifty 
years  as  to  be  hardly  recognisable.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  true  value  of  the  Bible  has  been  enhanced. 
We  have  ceased  to  ask  of  it  what  it  cannot  give  us ; 
we  cherish  all  the  more  highly  what  it  can.  Here  is 
the  testimony  of  men  who  have  striven  and  suffered, 
men  who  have  believed  and  hoped  ;  and  the  power 
of  their  faith,  their  utterance,  their  character,  shines 
out  for  us  with  more  illustrious  value  in  the  great 
process  of  the  divine  education  of  the  race,  when  it 
is  compared  and  contrasted  with  similar  witness 
from  the  great  nations  with  which  Israel  was  in 
turn  associated.  Babylonia  and  Egypt  are  among 
the  teachers  of  Greece,  and  through  Greece  of 
modem  Europe  )  each  represents  a  religious  culture 
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vastly  older  than  that  of  Israel ;  but  the  immense 
literatures  inscribed  on  temple  and  tomb  beside 
the  Nile,  or  buried  among  the  ruined  libraries  be- 
neath the  mounds  of  Mesopotamia,  might  have 
remained  for  ever  unread,  and  our  spiritual  life  to-day 
would  be  no  poorer.  But  we  cannot  imagine  either 
our  history  or  our  religion  without  the  Bible. 

This  general  result  is  the  product  of  many  in- 
fluences besides  the  literary  enquiries  which  have 
been  illustrated  in  the  preceding  lectures.  It  must 
suffice  here  to  name  three  of  the  most  prominent 
which  have  operated  with  special  force  during  the 
last  century,  (i)  the  progress  of  science,  (2)  the 
discovery  of  the  sources  of  much  of  the  early  story 
of  human  things  related  in  the  opening  chapters  of 
Genesis,  and  (3)  the  slow  rise  into  our  view  of  the 
Greater  Bible  of  the  entire  race,  supported  on  an 
enormous  mass  of  primitive  speculation  concerning 
the  origin  of  the  world  and  the  condition  of  man. 

I. 

When  the  nineteenth  century  opened,  the  Church 
had  long  come  to  terms  with  the  Copemican  theory 
of  astronomy,  and  the  Biblical  view  of  the  position 
of  the  earth  as  the  centre  of  the  universe,  spread 
out  upon  the  deep  beneath  the  solid  '  firmament '  of 
the  sky,  had  been  frankly  abandoned.  The  rising 
science  of  geology  was  exciting  eager  interest ;  and 
the  difficulties  of  reconciling  its  discoveries  with  the 
Mosaic  cosmogony  had  led  pious  students  to  suggest 
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that  the  fossils  which  appeared  to  indicate  that  the 
strata  containing  them  had  been  deposited  in  the 
depths  of  the  sea,  had  been  reallv  created  in  their 
actual  places  by  a  kind  of  Almighty  sport.  Theo- 
logians like  Buckland'  found  another  way  out  of 
the  perplexities  of  the  first  chapter  of  Genesis  by 
stretching  the  Mosaic  '  days '  into  indeterminate 
periods  of  geologic  time  ;  or  by  supposing  that  a 
vast  amount  of  creative  activity  shaping  the  crust 
of  the  earth  lay  unrecorded  in  the  age  preceding 
the  appearance  of  organic  life.  The  impossibility  of 
harmonising  a  universal  Deluge  with  the  round  earth 
of  our  knowledge*  led  to  its  contraction  within  the 
more  limited  regions  open  to  the  view  of  the  Mosaic 
writer;  while  the  accumulating  evidence  for  the 
antiquity  of  man  made  the  pedigree  of  the  whole 
race  from  Adam  and  Eve  more  and  more  doubtful. 
The  students  of  classical  antiquity,  like  Niebuhr, 
Grote,  and  Sir  George  Cornwall  Lewis,  had  '  revolu- 
tionised'  (to  quote  the  Bampton  lecturer  of  1859) 
'  the  whole  world  of  profane  history  '  * : 

'  Time  was — and  that  not  very  long  ago — when  all  the  relations 
of  ancient  authors  were  received  with  a  ready  belief;  and  an 
unreasoning  and  uncritical  faith  accepted  with  equal  satisfaction 

*  Bridgewater  Treatise,  Gtology  and  Miiuralogy  conatdrrtd  wilh  rt/trena 
lo  Natttral  Tluology,  1S36,  Chap,  ii :  '  Consisleacy  of  Geological  Discoveriea 
with  Sacred  History.' 

*  For  instance,  Ibc  entire  quantity  of  moiatore  in  the  world,  if  reduced  lo 
water,  would  not  iiufBce  to  cover  the  surface  of  the  globe  above  the  highest 


•  The  Rev,  George  Rai 
Sdfttn  RttorJa,  p.  4. 


son,  Tht  Historical  Evidtnas  of  llu  Truth  0/ Hit 
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between  the  First  Man  and  the  Second,  between 
death  in  Adam,  and  life  in  Christ?  That  is  the  con- 
cern of  theology.  In  his  treatment  of  the  ninth  and 
tenth  articles  of  the  Church  of  England,  Dr.  Harold 
Browne  proceeds  on  the  assumption  of  the  substantial 
truth  of  the  common  interpretation  of  the  story  of 
Genesis.^  Adam  and  Eve  were  created  innocent  and 
holy ;  they  gave,  indeed,  the  only  possible  proof  that 
they  were  not,  by  succumbing  to  the  first  temptation 
that  came  in  their  way  ;  but  though  the  expositor 
admits  that  the  description  of  their  fall  is  *  emblem- 
atical and  mystical'  ratht*r  than  literal,  he  still  argues 
that  Adam  brought  in  sin  and  death  upon  mankind.' 
One  of  the  latest  utterances  of  Oxford  theology 
bravely  maintains  the  same  faith  * : — 

'  The  only  relation  which  can  at  all  directly  compare  with  it 
[the  relation  of  Jesus  Christ  to  humanity],  is  that  of  Adam  ;  who 
in  a  real — though  a  primarily  external,  and  therefore  inadequate — 
sense,  was  Humanity;  so  that  every  succeeding  instance  of 
humanity  is  human  by  direct  derivation  from  him  as  very  part 
and  parcel  of  what  he  was.  The  reality  and  directness  of  our 
relation  with  Adam  we  feel  only  too  cogently.  .  .  .  The  nature, 
in  and  through  which  we  live,  is  the  nature  which  we  have  received 
through  transmission  from  him.' 

Is  it  not  plain,  however,  that  the  doctrine  of 
human  nature  must  be  taken  out  of  its  ecclesias- 
tical form,  and  restated  on  the  broader  ground  of 
anthropology?  Must  not  the  Churches  frankly 
recognise  that  the  conceptions  of  traditional    theo- 

^  Exposition  of  the  Thirfy-nine  Articles. 
^  Speaker's  Commentaryf  vol.  i.  p.  49. 
*  Dr.  Moberly,  Atonement  anei  PersonmHty  ( 1 901),  p.  88. 
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logy  need  to  be  reshaped  in  the  light  o!  present 
knowledge  before  they  can  seriously  claim  the  atten- 
tion of  modern  thinkers?' 

Speculation  concerning  the  origin  of  the  world, 
the  beginnings  of  human  life,  the  cause  of  its  hard- 
ness and  suffering,  the  entry  of  death,  the  gradual 
progress  of  invention,  the  growth  of  the  arts,  has  not 
been  confined  to  Israel.  As  the  records  of  other 
ancient  nations  have  been  examined,  or  the  legends 
of  the  past  have  been  gathered  among  the  peoples 
of  the  lower  culture,  the  themes  of  creation  and 
cosmogony,  of  the  character  of  primeval  society, 
and  the  course  of  human  affairs  whether  by  ad- 
vance or  decline,  are  repeated  with  manifold  varia- 
tions. No  story  is  more  common  all  round  the  world 
in  almost  every  continent  than  that  of  a  Flood. 
Such  narratives  were  at  first  welcomed,  when  they 
gradually  became  known,  as  confirmations  of  the 
Biblical  narrative.  But  it  is  now  recognised  that  that 
interpretation  is  possible  no  more.  They  are  too 
numerous  and  too  inconsistent  with  each  other  to 
be  treated  as  different  versions  of  a  common  event. 
And  the  modem  conception  of  the  continuity  of  the 
race — which  can  be  traced  both  in  Egypt  and  Baby- 
lonia with  monumental  evidence  for  some  five  thou- 
sand    years     B.C.' — disposes    even     of    the     more 

'  Z»nie9l  efforts  h»ve  been  innde  in  this  direction  by  wrilem  like  Areh- 
deacOD  WiI«on.  in  his  book  on  the  Atoncmenl,  and  the  Rev.  R.  F.  Trnnanl, 
Tht  Origin  and  Prapagalion  of  Sin,  Cambridge,  I90I  (the  Hulseitn  Lecture:!, 
1 901 -a). 

•  For  Egypt  see  Petrie  in  Encyd.  Bril.  vol.  iivii.  (1902)  p.  710  :  on  Baby- 
lonia, Hominel  in  Hastings'  Did.  □/  Ihe  Bibit,  vol,  i.  p.  353.  In  tbt  (ace  of  such 
&cU  it  is  •ImoM  incredible  that  an  eminent  geologiat,  Uie  late  Sir  WilliBm  Daw- 
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moderate  plea  that  a  'portion  of  the  earth,  perhaps 
as  yet  a  very  small  portion,  into  which  mankind  had 
spread,  was  overwhelmed  by  water.'  Such  was  the 
position  of  Dr.  Harold  Browne  in  1871.^  In  the  fol- 
lowing year  Mr.  George  Smith,  of  the  British 
Museum,  published  the  first  translation  of  the 
famous  narrative  of  the  Deluge  which  he  had  dis- 
covered among  the  cuneiform  tablets  in  his  charge. 

Its  effect  was  immediate.  When  the  young 
English  lieutenant,  Henry  Rawlinson,  copied  in 
1837  the  great  trilingual  inscription  on  the  rocky 
face  of  Mount  Behistun.  which  laid  the  foundation 
for  the  interpretation  of  different  forms  of  cuneiform 
script,  he  did  not  foresee  the  immense  consequences 
which  would  ensue.  Little  by  little  the  key  was 
applied  to  the  materials  collected  with  such  patient 
toil  by  Botta,  Layard,  and  others  ;  and  it  began  to 
be  known  that  the  mounds  of  Mesopotamia  con- 
tained the  libraries  of  buried  cities  possessing  a 
civilisation,  a  religion,  a  literature,  far  older  than 
those    of    Israel.     The    contents    of    these    libraries 

son,  could  argue  Ihal  'we  had  in  Gm.  vi.-viii.,  a  QBiratiwe  of  a  cstBclysm  which 
Tuuat  have  occurred  aboul  three  thousand  years  before  the  Christian  era,  aod 
conuined  in  a  docunienl  moat  simple  and  primitive  in  its  style,  which  is  yet  so 
constructed  that  it  provides  beforehand  against  ever;  objection  nrsed  against 
it  by  the  most  scientific  and  critical  minds  of  the  nineteenth  century.'  TV 
Historical  DtiHgt  (PrEsenl  Day  Tracts,  No.  76,  issued  by  the  Religious  Trail 
Society.  There  is  no  date,  but  an  authority  of  1S94  is  quoted),  p.  13.  This 
catastrophe  involved  the  submergence  of  Western  Europe  to  about  aooo  feet, 
and  that  of  Western  Asia  to  at  least  an  equal  amount,  p.  35.  '  The  confinna- 
tioB  of  the  accuracy  of  this  ancient  record  by  independent  discovery  in  modern 
titnea,"  it  is  affirmed,  p.  46,  '  has  a  great  evidential  value  in  favour  of  the  truth 
of  the  early  Biblical  history.'  Lovers  of  the  Bible  are  driven  nearly  to  despair 
■t  Ending  an  important  religious  Society  willing  to  defend  it  on  such  groundL 
'  Spiairr'a  Commtnlary,  vol.  i.  p,  77. 
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were  slowly  examined.  There  were  historic  annals 
and  court  summaries  of  royal  achievements ;  there 
were  the  records  of  important  astronomical  obser- 
vations ;  there  were  the  transactions  of  banking- 
houses  ;  there  was  an  immense  mass  of  hymns  to 
the  gods,  and  incantations  of  magic.  Here  were 
the  clues  to  many  of  the  names  of  ancient  sanc- 
tuaries in  Canaan  ;  here  were  the  roots  of  usages 
and  beliefs  which  could  be  traced  among  the  people 
of  Israel.  This  had  to  some  extent  been  dimly 
surmised  by  the  pioneers  of  the  new  study.  The 
discoveries  of  Mr.  George  Smith  made  it  certain, 
and  a  whole  band  of  explorers  advanced  into  the 
field.  The  story  of  the  Deluge  was  found  to  be  an 
episode  in  the  adventures  of  a  hero,  whose  name  is 
now  read  as  Gilgames.  The  astronomical  basis  of 
its  arrangement  in  twelve  books  suggested  to  Sir 
Henry  Rawlinson  that  Gilgames  was  in  some  sense 
a  representative  of  the  sun-god.  In  the  opinion  of 
Prof.  Sayce'  his  name  means  'great  Father,' and 
comes  down  from  the  earliest  times  before  the 
pantheon  of  the  gods  was  organised,  and  the 
world  of  living  things  was  divided  between  *  spirits  ' 
and  men.  But  the  form  in  which  the  story  of  the 
Deluge  was  incorporated  into  the  mythological  col- 
lection gathered  round  Gilgames,  has  already  been 
moralised.  The  Flood,  in  the  ancient  Babylonian 
version,  is  a  punishment  for  sin,  and  the  righteous 
man  is  saved.* 

'  Tin  RiligioHi  0/ AnatMl  Egypt  attd  BabyloHia,  p.  ^^1. 

*  Sayce,  ibiJ.  p.  439.     For  tn  accouat  of  Ibe  whole  epic,  bee  Jaslrow,  Tht 
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The  origins  of  a  narrative  of  which  a  modem 
writer  can  say  that  the  event  which  it  describes  is 
'the  great  dividing  line  in  human  history  and  in 
God's  programme  of  the  world's  progress/*  are  thus 
carried  back  to  the  mythology  of  ancient  Babylonia. 
There,  too,  are  the  sources  of  many  another  repre- 
sentation in  this  group  of  traditions.  The  cosmogony 
of  the  first  chapter  has  its  roots  in  the  same  great 
deposit  of  early  speculation ;  and  the  four  rivers 
identify  the  Garden  of  Eden  with  Mesopotamia.  No 
counterparts  to  Adam  and  Eve  have,  indeed,  yet 
been  discovered ;  but  there  was  a  garden  and  a 
sacred  tree  at  Eridu.  the  Babylonian  paradise  in 
the  plain  of  Eden.^  The  names  of  some  of  the 
figures  which  dimly  intervene  between  Adam  and 
Noah  in  Gen,  4  and  5,  may  be  traced  back  to  the 
same  ancestry;  Nimrod,  too.  may  belong  to  the 
cycle  of  Gilgames,  though  his  name  has  not  yet 
been  found  in  the  texts' ;  and  the  tale  of  the  tower 
that  threatened  to  reach  the  sky,  plainly  arose 
among  a  group  acquainted  with  the  splendours  of 
the  great  city  of  the  Euphrates.  Such  are  the 
mingled  elements  which  have  found  their  way  into 
the  Hebrew  representations  of  the  early  courses  of 

Religion  of  Babylonia  tutd  Assyria^  chap,  xxiii. ;  further  indications  of  the  debt 
of  Israel  to  Mesopotamian  culture  will  be  found  in  chaps,  xxi.,  xzv.,  and  xxvi. 
On  the  general  subject  cp.  Pinches,  The  Old  Test,  in  the  Light  of  the  Histori- 
cal Legends  of  Assyria  and  Babylonia  (1902). 

*  Dawson,  The  Historical  Deluge. 

^  Edin  was  the  Sumerian  name  of  the  plain  of  Babylonia,  according  to 
Sayce,  Religions  of  Ancient  Egypt  and  Babylonia^  p.  385;  cp.  Gunkel, 
Genesis^  p.  6. 

'  Cp.  Gunkelf  Genesis,  p.  81. 
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mankind.  A  generation  ago  it  was  still  possible  for 
a  conservative  criticism  to  regard  them  as  history. 
Now,  it  is  possible  no  more.  Sober  students  whose 
competence  cannot  be  doubted,  write  of  the  Flood 
in  such  terms  as  these' : 

That  the  writers  and  compilers  of  Genesis  sincerely  believed 
the  story  we  need  have  no  doubt ;  but  in  the  light  of  scientific 
and  hhtorical  criticism  it  must  be  frankly  recognised  as  one  of 
those  many  stories  or  legends  which  are  found  in  the  folklore  and 
early  literature  of  all  peoples.' 

The  distinguished  Essayist  of  Lux  Mundi  who 
declared  that  '  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  our  be- 
lieving, as  our  faith  certainly  strongly  disposes  us 
to  believe,  that  the  record  from  Abraham  downward 
is  in  substance  in  the  strict  sense  historical,'*  left 
his  readers  to  infer  that  the  record  from  Abraham 
upward  is  not  in  substance  in  the  strict  sense  his- 
torical. And  yet  the  Established  Church  may  upon 
occasion  require  its  clergy  to  address  the  Maker  of 
the  universe  with  the  amazing  words  :  '  O  Almighty 
Lord  God,  who  for  the  sin  of  man  didst  once  drown 
all  the  world,  except  eight  persons  ' ! 

II. 

The  Old  Testament,  as  it  is  now  interpreted, 
tells  the  story  of  the  rise  and  growth  of  a  religion. 
The  story  extends  through  many    hundred    years  ; 

■  The  Rev.  F.  H.  Woodi  (of  Oxford)  in  Hastings'  Dia.  0/  Iht  Bibit,  vol.  ii. 
"7 
'  Dr.  Gore, '  the  Hoi;  Spirit  and  Impintioo,'  Lux  tlmuU,  p.  35 1 . 
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the  religion  takes  up  into  itself  numerous  elements 
and  undergoes  profound  transformations.  In  th 
New  Testament  the  circumstances  are  different 
The  range  of  its  composition  is  contracted  froii 
a  possible  millennium  to  a  century.  Its  contents  ar 
far  less  varied  ;  it  deals  not  with  the  phases  of  thi 
life  of  a  nation,  but  with  the  career  of  a  singli 
Teacher,  and  the  activities  of  his  immediate  fol 
lowers.  There  is  far  less  opportunity,  therefore,  i 
is  sometimes  urged,  for  the  operation  of  the  literar) 
processes  which  may  be  traced  so  clearly  in  the 
elder  books  ;  nor  is  there  room  for  the  infusion  oi 
alien  factors  of  thought  which  disturb  the  impression 
of  historical  reality.  Yet  the  period  is  long  enough 
for  its  primitive  documents  to  have  passed  through 
successive  stages,  as  in  the  case  of  our  First  and 
Second  Gospels,  or  to  have  blended  the  materials  of 
Hebrew  and  Christian  thought  in  forms  not  wholly 
harmonious,  as  in  the  book  of  Revelation.  It  is 
long  enough  also  for  the  interaction  of  outside 
forces.  It  was  an  age  of  eager  movement,  and  it 
embraced  one  event  of  the  utmost  significance.  It 
witnessed  the  transition  of  Christianity  from  its  base 
in  Judaism  to  the  universalism  of  the  second  century. 
In  time,  no  doubt,  there  was  a  far  greater  interval 
between  the  primitive  traditions  of  Moses  and  the 
representation  of  his  teaching  in  Deuteronomy,  or 
between  the  delineation  of  David  in  the  books  of 
Samuel  as  the  outlaw  who  afterwards  created  an 
empire  and  the  Levitical  saint  of  the  Chronicler, 
than  there  is  between  the  Jesus  of  the  Synoptics 
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[and  the  Messianic  Son  of  God  in  John,  or  even 
(to  take  another  memorable  parallel)  between  the 
Socrates  of  Xenophon  and  the  Socrates  of  Plato. 
There  is  a  consequent  disposition  to  withdraw  the 
biographies  of  Jesus  and  the  records  of  the  Apostolic 
age  from  the  field  of  historical  criticism,  to  plead 
that  they  are  exempt  from  its  methods,  and  to  place 
them  under  the  shelter  of  the  authority  of  the 
Church.  What  value,  then,  must  be  allowed  for 
this  sanction?  Whence  have  we,  after  ail,  derived 
our  Bible  ?  By  what  process,  or  under  what  guaran- 
tee, did  the  books  constituting  its  two  great  collec- 
tions come  together  ? 

The  Scriptures  of  Israel,  as  they  were  preserved 
in  the  Synagogue,  comprised  a  three-fold  growth, 
the  Law,  the  Prophets,  and  the  Writings.'  Each  of 
these  divisions  represents  a  double  process ;  there 
is  the  origin  of  the  books  themselves,  and  their  col- 
lection into  a  single  group.  The  books  of  the  Law, 
of  Isaiah,  of  the  Psalms,  for  instance,  are  well 
known  to  be  composite.  They  are  themselves 
collections,  and  these  collections  must  have  been 
substantially  complete  before  they  were  aggregated 
into  yet  larger  wholes.  In  the  case  of  the  Law,  the 
modem  view  tells  us  that  it  cannot  have  been  known 
in  its  present  form  until  the  publication  of  the 
Priestly  Code  under  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  in  the 
year  444  B.C.'    Opinion  is,  it  is  true,  divided  as  to 

'  la  (he  enumeration  in  Lukt  14**,  '  Ihe  law,  the  prophets,  and  the  pBalms,' 
the  last  term  stuida  for  Ihe  whole  third  division,  the  ps«lms  following  the 
book  of  Ibe  Twelve  prophets,  and  heading  the  final  group  of  the  '  Writing s.' 

'SeeLccLlII.  p.138. 

GG 
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whether  the  Book  of  the  Law  then  produced  com- 
prised the  older  documents  as  well  or  not,  in  other 
words  whether  the  amalgamation  of  P  with  JED  had 
been  already  effected.^  Even  if  it  had  been,  the 
probability  is  still  very  strong  that  some  additions 
were  made  subsequently.  The  actual  editors  of  the 
Pentateuch,  therefore,  are  unknown.  We  assume 
them  to  have  been  scribes  at  Jerusalem,  acting  pos- 
sibly under  the  direction  of  Ezra  before  the  fifth 
century  ran  out.*  But  their  names  and  qualifications 
are  altogether  lost.  The  persons  concerned,  and 
their  fitness  for  their  task,  have  disappeared  in 
obscurity.  Yet  it  is  upon  them  that  the  responsi- 
bility rests  for  the  product  which  is  offered  to  us  as 
in  some  sense  divmely  distinguished  from  all  other 
similar  collections  of  old  time.'  In  this  dilemma  we 
are  referred  to  the  Church. 

'  The  claims  of  the  Pentateuch  to  be  the  composition  of 
Moses,'  says  a  modern  writer,^  '  rest  on  no  other  grounds  than 
the  tradition  of  the  Jews,  and  that  tradition  sprang  out  of  the 
conjecture  of  certain  obscure  lawyers  of  the  third  century,  B.C., 
whose  very  names  are  forgotten.' 

The  believer,  however,  need  be  under  no  appre- 
hension. Faith  can  restore  what  criticism  takes 
away. 

*  To  the  Hebrews,'  it  is  affirmed,*^  *  was  revealed  the  unity  of 

*  See  the  discussion  in  the  Composition  ofihi  Htxaitttch^  pp.  259-363. 

'  There  is  some  evidence  that  expansions  and  repetitions  took  place  even 
later  still,  Compositton  of  the  Hexatguch^  pp.  345-6. 

*  The  argument  may  be  stated  still  more  strongly  in  the  case  of  the  second 
and  third  divisions  of  the  Old  Testament  Canon. 

«  Rev.  S.  Baring  Gould,  Sonu  MotUm  DifficnUus  (1875),  P*  >  I3- 

*  IM.  p.  141. 
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I  God,  the  fact  of  the  creation  of  the  world  by  God,  and  his  provid- 
ential government  of  mankind.      'l"his  was  their  tradition,  iheir 

I   creed  revealed  to  them  from  of  old.     The  Jewish  Church  was 

I  inspired  to  maintain  this  sacred  deposit  ;  and  by  virtue  of  its  in* 
spiration  and  in  illustration  of  this  revelation,  it  collected  and 
preserved  all  such  books  as  contained  narratives  of  their  history 

I  exemplifying  God's  providential  government,  and  prophetic  sayings 
which  proved  the  continuousness  of  inspiration  in  the  Church. 
By  virtue  of  this  inspiration  those  who  returned  from  captivity  re- 
composed  in  the  Pentateuch  the  fragmentary  records  of  their  past. 
The  work  may  have  been  that  of  ijjnoranl  lawyers,  but  for  all  that 
it  was  the  work  of  an  inspired  Church,  so  that  we  do  not  receive 
the  Old  Testament  writings  on  the  authority  of  certain  obscure 
scribes  critically  incompetent  to  perform  their  task  efficiently,  but 
on  the  authority  of  a  Church  animated  by  the  Holy  Ghost.' 

Of  the  inspiration  of  this  Church,  controlling  the 
work  o(  its  '  ignorant  lawyers,'  no  proof  is  offered. 
How  does  the  case,  then,  stand  with  the  New  Testa- 
ment ?  Once  more  we  are  confronted  with  a  long 
historic  process  ;  but  it  is  conducted  in  a  clearer 
light ;  and  the  motives  and  influences  which  guided 
it  are  more  fully  in  view.  The  New  Testament, 
like  the  Old,  is  the  result  of  a  selection  from  a  wider 
literature.  The  origins  of  that  literature  lay  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  early  Church.  Examine  its 
first  deposit,  the  earliest  apostolic  correspondence, and 
you  will  see  how  entirely  occasional  is  its  character. 
The  letters  of  Paul  arise  out  of  the  incidents  of  the 
young  communities  for  whom  he  toiled.  Their  diffi- 
culties, their  struggles,  their  disputes,  their  trials, 
their  anxieties,  are  all  reflected  in  these  documents. 
They  are  not  designed  as  expositions  of  Christian 
truth  for  all  time ;  they  bear  emphatically  the  impress 
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of  their  day.  The  earliest  notes  of  the  teaching  0 
Jesus  by  Matthew,  the  record  by  Mark  of  Peterj 
recollections,  must  have  been  due  to  analogou 
causes,  the  desire  to  preserve  for  special  group) 
of  believers  the  remembrance  of  Messiah's  wordi 
and  life.  The  Third  Gospel  was  even  written  fa 
a  single  person.  That  the  apostolic  or  evangelic 
authors  had  no  idea  that  they  were  contributing  to  2 
new  body  of  Scriptures,  is  plain  from  the  circum- 
stance that  they  everywhere  appeal  for  confirmation 
to  the  sacred  books  of  the  Synagogue  ;  and  the 
claims  which  they  advance  on  behalf  of  Jesus  arc 
justified  again  and  again  out  of  prophecy  and  psalm. 
Paul  reasons  with  the  Jews  at  Thessalonica  from  the 
Scriptures,  Acts  17*;  in  Achaia  Apollos  confutes 
them,  '  showing  by  the  Scriptures  that  Jesus  was 
the  Christ,'  18®.  One  other  fact,  indeed,  suffices  to 
prove  that  the  conception  of  a  new  revelation  for  the 
permanent  guidance  of  the  Church  could  not  have 
arisen  among  them.  Most  of  the  books  comprised 
in  our  New  Testament  were  wTitten  in  the  anticipa- 
tion of  the  speedy  return  of  Christ,  the  close  of  the 
existing  age,  and  the  inauguration  of  the  '  age  to 
come.' 

But  one  generation  after  another  passed  away, 
and  the  heavenly  Advent,  expected  at  one  time  with 
such  eagerness,  did  not  occur.  The  Church  con- 
tinued to  advance  ;  its  teaching  tended  to  assume 
more  and  more  definitely  fixed  types ;  it  was 
obliged  to  adjust  itself  to  the  conditions  of  a  world 
that   would   not   be   suddenly  ended,  but  must  be 
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gradually  won  for  Christ ;  and  it  was  further  com- 
pelled to  protect  itself  against  the  claims  of  rival 
pretenders  to  the  possession  of  the  truth.  In  the 
great  conflict  with  the  Gnostic  schools  of  the  second 
century  the  conception  of  a  Christian  tradition  was 
wrought  into  definite  shape.  The  Gnostic  teachers 
professed  to  hold  a  secret  doctrine,  delivered  by  the 
Master  privately  to  select  disciples,  and  transmitted 
by  them  to  their  successors.  This  plea  was  in- 
adequately met  by  an  appeal  to  the  documents  in 
possession  of  the  Church.  They  have  been  cor- 
rupted, retorted  the  Gnostics;  and  about  140  A.D. 
the  heretical  Marcion  set  the  example  of  estab- 
lishing a  canon  or  '  rule '  of  truth  by  picking  out  the 
Third  Gospel  *  and  ten  letters  of  Paul,  to  represent 
the  Scriptural  basis  of  his  teaching.  As  the  second 
century  runs  out.  the  counter-movement  within  the 
Church  comes  into  view.  The  guarantee  of  the  true 
faith  is  found  in  the  tradition  preserved  in  churches 
which  had  been  founded  bv  apostles.  The  apostles 
must  be  supposed  to  have  imparted  whatever  was 
needful ;  their  episcopal  successors,  it  was  assumed, 
had  transmitted  their  teaching  unimpaired  ;  and  their 
agreement,  therefore,  was  a  proof  of  its  accuracy. 
This  teaching  was  embodied  in  the  two  '  instru- 
ments,' the  '  evangelic  '  and  the  '  apostolic,'  which 
gathered  into  them  the  documents  now  recognised 
as  authoritative ;  and  it  was  summarised  in  the  '  rule 
of  faith  '  in  which  candidates  for  baptism  were  duly 
instructed.     The  evangelic  collection  comprised  our 

t  This  wu  farther  porged  of  what  were  nippoaed  to  be  Jewish  intcrpolaiioni. 
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four  Gospels,  sifted  out  from  a  number  of  othen, 
some  of  whose  names  have  come  down  to  us,  such  as 
those  according  to  '  the  Hebrews,'   Peter,  Thomas, 
and  the  like.    The  Book  of  Acts  naturally  followed  the 
Third  Gospel.    Thirteen  epistles  of  Paul  were  recog- 
nised ;  and  the  letters  of  James,  i  Peter ^  and  i  John. 
But  the  limits  of  the  collection  were  by  no  means  fixed. 
The  Sinaitic  codex  contains  the  Epistle  of  Barnabas, 
and   a  large   part  of  the  *  Shepherd '   ascribed  to 
Hermas.     In   the   Alexandrine   manuscript    (in  the 
British  Museum),  known  as  A,^  is  found  a  copy  of 
the   precious    Letter   of   Clement   of    Rome  to  the 
Church  at  Corinth,*   together   with  a    fragment  of 
what    used    to    be    regarded   as   a  second    Letter, 
though  it  is  now  known  to  be  a  portion  of  an  early 
homily.      These   writings   did    not  succeed   in  per- 
manently establishing  themselves,  and  gradually  fell 
into  disuse.     On  the  other  hand  some   books    now 
in    our   collection    only   acquired    their  position  by 
degrees.     Not  all  were   equally    acceptable   every- 
where.     In    some    quarters    the    Apocalypse    was 
regarded  with  disfavour ;  in  others  the  Epistle  to  the 
Hebrews  was  suspected,  or  at  least  ignored.     The 
minor  letters  of  John,  Jude,  and  2  Peter,  also,  were 
slow  in  winning  general  recognition.     The  process  of 
the  formation  of  the  Canon  was  naturally  gradual  ; 
and  when  its  main  lines  had   been  settled,   the  need 
for  determining  its  outlying  bounds  was  not  urgent. 

*  See  Lect.  11...  p.  60. 

*  The  text  is  imperfect ;  but  the  whole  was  discovered  by  BiTennios  in  the 
Jemsalem  MS.  which  contained  the  Teaching  of  the  XII.  ApostUs^  Lect  VI., 

P-345- 
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The  Council  of  Nicea  (325  a.d.)  did  not  find  it 
necessary  to  define  its  contents.  The  first  formal 
recognition  of  the  collection  as  we  have  it,  apart  from 
the  lists  of  individual  writers,  does  not  occur  till  the 
third  council  of  Carthage,  in  the  year  397  a.d. 
Our  New  Testament  is  thus  the  same  as  that  of 
the  North  African  Church  at  the  end  of  the  fourth 
century  after  Christ. 

This  brief  recital  will  suffice  to  show  that  his- 
torically the  New  Testament  comes  to  us  through 
the  Church.  Is  stress  laid  on  the  infallibility  of 
Scripture  ?  We  must  enquire,  how  was  the  decision 
in  the  case  of  any  particular  book  finally  reached  ? 
By  what  marks  was  it  recognised  as  possessing 
this  character,  in  virtue  of  which  it  was  accepted, 
while  others  which  had  here  and  there  secured 
admission  were  ultimately  ejected  ?  And  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  authority  by  which  the  Church 
guided  the  process  and  controlled  the  result  ?  In 
whom  was  it  vested,  and  how  can  it  be  recog- 
nised ?  The  Church,  we  are  assured,  existed  before 
a  line  of  the  Gospels  or  Epistles  was  written.  It  was 
already  in  possession  of  its  inheritance  of  Christ's 
teaching ;  that  teaching  it  has  perpetuated  ever 
since.  The  Church,  therefore,  is  the  guarantee  of 
the  Canon,  which  is  due  to  its  'inspired  prudence."' 
The  Church,  that  is  to  say,  has  chosen  aright,  and 
is  supposed  to  owe  that  choice  to  special  inspiration. 

This  claim  is  obviously  endangered  if  it  can  be 
shown  in  any  case  that  the  Church  has  chosen  amiss. 

>  The  Rev.  Lei(fabiD  Pullan.  TMt  CAntfun  TroMHoH  (1902),  p.  309. 
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That  such  a  mishap  has  actuallT  occurred  in  the 
case  of  the  second  Episile  of  Peter  is  videly  re- 
cognised. Its  late  date  is  indicated  by  its  de- 
pendence on  the  Epistle  of  Jude  -.  by  its  polemic 
against  false  teachers ;  by  the  differences  of  style 
marking  it  off  from  i  Peter  which  the  author  has 
nevertheless  employed :  by  its  attempt  to  apolo- 
gise for  the  delay  in  the  expected  parausia^  and 
to  answer  the  mockers  who  enquired  '  Where  is  the 
promise  of  his  coming  ? '  and  finally  by  its  plea  for  a 
re-interpretation  of  the  language  of  Paul.  Dr.  F.  H. 
Chase  is  not  likely  to  be  regarded  as  a  rash  inno- 
vator, but  his  language  is  decisive  * : — 

'The  only  conclusion,  it  is  believed,  which  is  in  accordance 
with  the  evidence,  external  and  interna^,  is  that  a  Peter  is  not  the 
work  of  an  apostle,  but  is  a  document  which  must  be  assigned  to 
the  second  century.' 

To  such  a  verdict  it  is  hardly  adequate  to  reply  * : — 

'  It  must  candidly  be  admitted  that  it  is  comparatively  easy  to 
assail  the  genuineness  of  this  Epistle,  yet  a  careful  examination  of 
each  of  the  points  raised  by  hostile  criticism  shows  that  not  one 
of  them  is  really  strong.' 

But  if  the  Church  has  erred  in  one  case,  why  not 
in  another?  A  single  instance  of  misascription 
really  shatters  the  pretension  of  '  inspired  prudence ' 
raised  on  its  behalf.  If  it  might  wrongly  attribute 
a  letter  to  one  apostle,  it  might  equally  blunder  in 
assigning  a  gospel  to  another.'     But  it  is  more  to 

1  Hastings'  Diet.  oftiuBihU,  voL  iii.  p.  8i6. 
'  Pullaiif  Tht  Christian  Tradition^  p.  30. 

*  There  is  curious  evidence  that  the  Fourth  Gospel  was  not  received  al- 
together without  opposition.    An  obscure  group  known  as  the  Alpgi  comes 
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the  purpose  to  enquire  on  what,  after  all,  is  this  plea 
of  inspiration  based  ?  It  rests  ultimately,  it  would 
seem,  on  the  very  literature  which  It  is  invoked  to 
accredit.  The  Bible  is  divine,  it  is  urged,  because 
the  Church  attests  it.  But  how  is  the  Church  em- 
powered to  give  this  attestation  ?  Because  its  chief 
teachers  are  guided  by  the  Spirit.  Where,  then,  is 
the  proof  of  such  guidance?  It  is  found  only  in 
the  very  record  itself.  '  Receive  ye  the  Holy  Spirit,' 
says  the  risen  Jesus,  as  he  breathes  on  the  Apostles, 
yokn  20**.  To  say  nothing  of  the  colossal  assump- 
tion that  this  gift  was  continued  to  their  episcopal 
successors,  it  cannot  be  overlooked  that  the  record 
is  thus  first  summoned  to  guarantee  the  teaching 
authority  of  the  Church.  Scripture  and  Tradition 
thus  in  turn  support  each  other.  It  is  not  usual 
for  the  foundations  and  the  roof  alternately  to  ex- 
change places,  and  serve  in  each  capacity  in  the 
same  building.  The  Inspiration  claimed  for  the 
Church  may  really  belong  to  it.      But  it  cannot  be 

into  view  ■bout  165  a.d,  (HaniKck),  in  Asia  Minor  ;  they  seem  Id  bive  been 
designaled  by  this  name  froni  their  rejection  if  the  Doclrini;  of  tbe  Logos,  and 
the  Goapel  in  which  it  occurred:  if  the  Johannine  tradilioo  bad  been ■bsolutely 
stable,  would  this  rejection  have  been  possible  7  More  remarkable  is  tbe  fact 
that  Gaius,  a  learned  writer  of  tbe  church  at  Rome,  raised  objections  to  il  at 
the  opening:  of  the  third  century,  to  which  Hippolytus  replied, — The  possibility 
ol  erroneous  literary  ucription  baa  received  ample  illustration  in  our  own 
country;  for  example  in  tbe  seventeenth  century,  Eikon  Aui/iir  was  widely 
attributed  to  the  '  royal  martyr,'  though  the  Bishop  of  Elxeter,  Dr.  Gauden, 
conleised  his  authorship.  The  -Christian  Paradoiei,' published  in  1648  in  ■ 
volume  of  '  Remains  '  of  Bacon,  were  assigned  to  him  in  reputed  editions  and 
by  numerous  critics,  till  Dr.  Grosart  showed  in  1865  that  tbey  bad  appeared 
under  the  name  ol  their  proper  author,  Dr,  Palmer  of  Cambridge,  in  1645,  and 
had  gone  through  several  editions  both  before  and  after  their  incorporatiua  in 
Bacon's  works.    Sec  Dr.  Hartineau's  Stal  of  Aitlkority,  pp.  177-JI. 


AND    THE    CHURCH 


475 


the  Parsees  the  adventurous  Anquetil  du  Perron 
brought  precious  manuscripts,  among  which  was  a 
copy  of  the  venerable  text  known  in  the  West  as 
the  Zend  Avesta  (of  which  du  Perron  published  a 
translation  in  1771)1  containing  the  colloquies  of  the 
prophet  Zoroaster  with  Ahura  Mazda,  the  Lord  all- 
knowing.  In  1799  the  discovery  of  the  Rosetta 
stone  supplied  the  key  to  the  Egyptian  hieroglyphics, 
and  during  the  last  half  century  the  hymns  and 
prayers  of  ancient  Egypt,  the  mysteries  of  the  pro- 
gress of  the  soul  through  the  regions  of  the  dead, 
and  its  solemn  judgment  in  the  Hall  of  the  Two 
Truths  before  Osiris,  have  been  laid  open  from  the 
rocky  tombs  to  the  light  of  day.  The  recovery  of 
the  records  of  the  ancient  empires  of  Mesopotamia 
has  been  already  described.  In  ancient  Greece,  too, 
the  beginnings  of  similar  literature  were  not  wanting; 
collections  of  its  sacred  oracles  were  made  ;  and  the 
utterances  of  ancient  seers  were  gathered  for  the 
use  of  believers. 

In  these  several  groups  the  idea  of  Revelation  is 
repeatedlv  present.  The  beginnings  of  law  and 
religion  are  everywhere  divine.  On  the  walls  of  the 
temple  of  Edfu  were  inscribed  the  books  of  Thoth, 
embodying  the  sacred  knowledge  which  the  son  of 
Ra  (but  also  '  the  unborn,"  the  '  one  God,'  the  '  alone 
only  One'),  had  deigned  to  impart  to  man.  Nebo, 
son  of  Marduk.  is  the  Babylonian  prophet-god,  ilu 
tasmitit  'god  of  revelation'  ('causing  to  hear'), 
source  of  all  inspiration  and  learning.  The  Angel  of 
the  Sacred  Law  of  Zoroaster  was   believed  to  have 
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been  produced  by  Vohu  Mano,  the  '  Good  Mind ' 
of  Ahura/  along  with  the  light  of  the  world,  and  she 
dwelt  in  the  heavenly  house.  Issuing  from  the  Lord 
Omniscient,  the  Law  bore  the  title  of  the  *  Holy 
Word  ' ;  *  and  its  most  ancient  elements,  the  sacred 
verses  known  as  Gathas,  possessed  such  sanctity  that 
they  were  the  objects  of  actual  worship.'  The  early 
Buddhist  Scriptures  make  no  claim  to  be  themselves 
of  supernatural  origin.  They  are  produced,  accord- 
ing to  their  own  statements,  in  the  course  of  events 
which  followed  the  death  of  the  Teacher  whose  in- 
structions they  report.*  But  they  do  claim  to  be  a 
faithful  record  ;  and  the  word  of  the  Buddha,  the 
'  enlightened,*  the  all-knowing,  is  perfect  and  unerring 
truth.  Moreover,  the  Buddha  founded  an  Order  or 
Union  for  the  diffusion  and  maintenance  of  his  mes- 
sage of  deliverance.  He  was  its  centre  for  a  whole 
generation.  He  witnessed  its  growth  ;  he  promoted 
its  extension  ;  he  gave  it  an  elaborate  body  of  rules ; 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  disciples  were  received 
into  it  during  his  life-time.  He  repeated  his  teach- 
ings again  and  again  during  long  wanderings  in  the 
Ganges  Valley ;  on  his  death-bed  he  bade  his  fol- 
lowers find  in  them  their  stay  and  support.  He  was 
even  believed  to  have  foreseen  the  possibility  that 
error  might  arise  in  the  exposition  of  the  truth  or 

^  Bundahishf  i.  25,  in  Sacrtd  Books  of  the  East^  v.  p.  9. 
*  S.  B.  E.,  iv.  p.  207. 

'  Yttsmtt  l^M  •^*  ^'  ^'  x3^i-  P*  ^94- 

^  On  the  period  to  which  they  really  belong  see  the  introduction  by  Prof. 
T.  W.  Rhys  Davids  to  his  translation  of  the  DTgha  Nikaya,  Dtaiogues  of  tkt 
Buddha,  vol.  i. 
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the  sacred  rules  of  the  discipline,  and  to  have  pro- 
vided for  a  comparison  of  such  teachings  with  the 
traditions  preserved  in  the  two  great  groups  of  dis- 
course and  of  regulations  known  as  Sutta  and 
yinaya}  Yet  the  Christian  student,  approaching 
an  alien  Scripture  with  his  own  preconceptions,  has 
no  hesitation  in  rejecting  a  claim  thus  carefully 
guarded. 

More  striking  still  is  the  analogy  presented  by 
the  faith  which  gathered  around  the  ancient  hymns 
of  the  Rig  Veda.  In  one  of  the  latest  poems  in  the 
collection'  they  are  traced  to  a  divine  source  in 
the  mystical  sacrifice  of  the  Cosmic  Man,  Puruska, 
from  which,  in  fact,  the  whole  creation  was  derived. 
In  this  view  the  Veda  belonged  to  another  realm  than 
that  of  space  and  time.  Its  true  home  was  in  the 
ideal  world,  which  was  not  liable  to  change  or 
decay,  the  world  of  the  '  deathless,'  where  there 
were  no  bounds  or  limits,  so  that  it  might  be  called 
'  un-ending  '  (an-anta)  or  infinite.  In  that  world  the 
hymns  had  been  'seen'  by  the  ancient  sages,  to 
whom  they  were  traditionally  assigned.  But  they 
were  not,  in  truth,  of  human  authorship.  They 
were  transcripts  from  the  eternal.  Immense  philo- 
sophical ingenuity  was  expended  on  the  defence  of 
this  conception  of  their  heavenly  origin.*  The  Veda, 
it  was  argued,  shone  by  its  own  light;  it  was  ad- 
mitted by  age-long  tradition ;    it    was    accepted    in 

'  See  the  Hoba-Parinibbina  Sutto,  ■□  S.  B.  £.,  u.  p.  67. 

'  Rig  ytda,  X,  90,9. 

■  Cp.  Mnir,  SamMirit  Ttxts,  vdL  iii.  chap  II.  If  7-11. 
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commcn  experience.  Subtle  reasonings  were  de- 
vised to  account  for  the  expression  of  everlasting 
ideas  in  a  particular  human  language,  or  for  the 
mention  of  actual  objects  such  as  the  rivers  of  a 
specific  geographical  locality,  or  for  the  existence 
of  different  recensions  of  the  sacred  texts.  The 
doctrine  of  the  ideal  and  eternal  character  of  the 
Veda  naturally  led  to  that  of  the  special  illumina- 
tion of  the  sages  who  were  the  human  media  of 
their  communication  to  men.  Indian  theology  for- 
mulated no  conception  like  that  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment by  which  the  Spirit  of  Yahweh  clothed  itself 
with  a  human  personality.^  putting  it  on  like  a 
garment ;  nor  did  it  employ  the  prophetic  symbol 
of  the  •  word  of  Yahweh/  or  the  Greek  figure  of 
the  entrance  of  deitv  into  the  chamber  of  the  soul, 
so  that  the  believer  became  entheos,  and  was  rapt  by 
the  God  within  him  into  exalted  states  of  '  enthu- 
siasm.' But  the  Veda,  as  eternal,  was  inerrant  or 
infallible ;  and  this  character  was  not  forfeited  or 
even  impaired  by  its  passage  from  its  home  above 
the  realms  of  succession  and  decav  into  the  midst  of 
our  mortal  life.  It  was  in  the  charge  of  the  Brah- 
mans  who  had  themselves  issued  from  the  mouth 
of  the  mystic  Purusha*;  it  had  been  preser\'ed  by 
them  in  unbroken  tradition.  The  Law-book  of  Manu 
could  proudly  affirm ' : — 

'  The  Veda  is  the  eternal  eye  of  the  manes  [the  departed 

I  fttdges  6*«  (mar^n,  R.V).;  I  Chrtm.  \^\  2  Ckrtm,  34*. 

'  Rig  Krdk,  z.  90, 12. 
*  ziL  94,  99 ;  5.^.  £.  XX9.  p.  504. 
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fathers],  gods,  and  men :  the  Veda-ordinance  (is)  both  beyond 
the  sphere  of  (human)  power,  and  beyond  the  sphere  of  (human) 
comprehension  ;  that  is  a  certain  Tact. 

■  The  eternal  lore  of  the  Veda  upholds  all  created  beings.' 
How  can  such  claims  be  disproved  by  arguments 
which  are  not  equally  applicable  if  urged  by  a  Hindu 
against  similar  pretensions  which  may  be  raised  on 
behalf  of  the  Bible  ?  Each  depends  upon  a  tra- 
dition ;  the  criticism  which  is  passed  on  the  East  by 
the  West  does  not  become  illegitimate  when  the 
positions  are  reversed.  Will  vou  rest  the  exclusive 
inspiration  of  the  Bible  on  the  manifest  superiority 
of  its  contents?  It  will  be  hard  to  maintain  your 
plea,  so  as  to  justify  you  in  assigning  to  one  a  purely 
human  origin  and  tracing  the  other  to  a  source  that 
is  nothing  but  divine.  Constantly  in  the  sacred 
literatures  of  the  world  you  will  be  confronted  with 
an  essential  similarity  in  moral  and  religious  experi- 
ence ;  the  same  problems  arise ;  the  prayers  and 
aspirations  of  the  devout  soul  may  be  clothed  in  a 
different  idiom,  but  they  are  intrinsically  alike.  The 
Hebrew  poet,  with  the  vivid  imagery  of  his  native 
land,  expresses  his  yeaming  for  the  rest  and  security 
of  faith  in  the  cry,  '  Lead  me  to  the  rock  that  is 
higher  than  I.'  The  Brahman  shares  the  same  long- 
ing, but  his  vocabulary  depends  rather  on  his  more 
abstract  philosophy  than  on  the  scenery  before  his 
eyes ;  '  Lead  me  from  the  unreal  to  the  real ;  lead 
me  from  darkness  to  light ;  lead  me  from  death  to 
the  deathless.' '     Can  we  affirm  that  one  petition  is 

*  SMTifidal  Vent*  iYaj'tu)  quoted  ia  tbc  BriJiaJ  ^ranyaia.  i.  3.  29,  in 
S-Af.  XT.  P.S3. 
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more  prompted  of  heaven  than  the  other  ?  '  Eye  for 
eye,  tooth  for  tooth/  ran  the  maxim  of  primitive 
jurisprudence,  incorporated  in  the  Levitical  code  * ; 
'  as  he  hath  caused  a  blemish  in  a  man,  so  shall  it  be 
rendered  unto  him.'  Very  different  were  the  pre- 
cepts of  the  Indian  sage,  a  generation  or  more  before 
Ezra  and  his  helpers  compiled  and  published  their 
legislation :  * 

*  Let  a  man  leave  anger,  let  him  forsake  pride,  let  him  over- 
come all  bondage.  He  who  holds  back  rising  anger  like  a  rolling 
chariot,  him  I  call  a  real  driver ;  other  people  do  but  hold  the 
reins. 

'  Let  a  man  overcome  anger  by  love ;  let  him  overcome  evil 
by  good ' ;  let  him  overcome  the  greedy  by  liberality,  the  liar  by 
truth. 

'  He  abused  me,  he  beat  me,  he  defeated  me,  he  robbed  me, 
in  those  who  harbour  such  thoughts,  hatred  will  never  cease. 

*  For  hatred  does  not  cease  by  hatred  at  any  time.  Hatred 
ceases  by  love.' 

Are  we  not  here  nearer  to  the  spirit  of  Jesus  ? 
And  if  so,  may  we  not  say  of  the  heavenly  Wisdom 
that  '  from  generation  to  generation  passing  into  holy 
souls  she  maketh  men  friends  of  God  and  prophets*?* 


III. 

A  signal  instance  of  the  dependence  of  Christian 
doctrine  on  the  tradition  and  authority  of  the  Church 
will  be  found  in  the  pleas  now  raised  in  support  of 
the   clause   in   the  'Apostles'  Creed'  defining  the 

^  LsviticHS  24^.        '  Dhammapada^  221-223  '*  3-4  **  -^^  ^-  ^-  PP-  5^  4* 
*Cp.  Romans  I3>^        ^  IVisdom  o/Sobmum  'j^. 
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mode  by  which  Jesus  entered  human  life — '  Who 
was  conceived  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  Bom  of  the 
Virgin  Mary,'  How  does  this  belief,  which  has  been 
described  as  the  '  foundation  stone  of  Christianity,' 
present  itself  in  the  light  of  modem  knowledge? 

The  behef  is,  of  course,  founded  upon  the  narra- 
tives of  the  birth  of  Jesus  prefixed  to  the  accounts 
of  his  ministry  in  the  First  and  Third  Gospels. 
They  have  been  discussed  from  various  points  of 
view  for  more  than  a  century.'  Can  it  be  said  that 
the  discussion  has  reached  any  definite  resuU  ? 

In  the  first  place  it  must  be  noted  that  the  two 
narratives  are  not  onlv  independent,  they  are  really 
conceived  on  different  lines.  Both,  indeed,  agree  in 
placing  the  birth  of  Jesus  in  Bethlehem ;  and  it  may 
further  be  inferred  that  Luke  like  Matthew  assigned 
it  to  the  reign  of  Herod  the  Great.*  But  at  that 
point  resemblance  ceases.  Of  the  birth  of  John,  of 
the  relationship  between  Mary  and  Elizabeth,  of  the 

'  The  first  s«-iou9  criticism  in  this  country  proceeded  from  Prieslley,  in  bis 
Hisbny  of  Early  Opinions  tomrming  Jiaua  CkrisI  (1786).  Book  Itl.  chap.  xx. 
Oforis.vol.Tii).  He  refers  to 'a  snull  tract  of  Mr.  Elwoll's,  written  about  60 
years  ago,  the  design  at  which  WRS  to  disprove  it.  It  made  do  impression  on 
me  at  the  time,  and  I  have  not  been  able  lo  procure  it  since,"  Schlciermacher 
in  his  EsMy  on  Luke  (anlt  Lect.  I.  p.  16)  treated  the  two  lirst  chapters  of  the 
Tbird  Gospel  as  embodying  materials  of  poetry  :  Strauss  in  his  tt 


'  Lives '  handled  the  stories  as  mytbical,  Keini  analysed  them  al  length  in  his 
JttHS  0/  Naaara,  vol.  ii,  A  short  summary  of  the  difficulties  will  be  found  in 
the  First  Thnf  Gos/Hls,  and  ed.  (1S901,  pp.  141-163 :»  more  recent  diBCU»sion 
is  given  by  Prof,  Percy  Gardner.  ExfrloraHo  Evangtlita  (1899)1  chap.  lii.  Dr. 
Gore  devoted  to  the  same  subject  the  first  of  his  DisurUiliims  contttettd  milh 
Mr /HMrHaAoR  (18951 ;  and  Dr.  Sanday  has  brieOy  treated  it  in  his  article  on 
*Jesus  Christ,'  in  Hastings'  Diet,  oftht  BtbU,  vol.  iL  See  on  the  other  side 
Uwner  aa  •  Ibe  Nativity '  in  Eti^L  BiU.  and  Scbntcdel  od  '  Mary.' 
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home  in  Nazareth,  Matthew  savs  no  word.  He 
apparently  regards  Bethlehem  as  the  residence  of 
Joseph,  3";  and  when  Joseph  settles  in  Nazareth 
with  Mary  and  the  infant  Jesus  **,  it  is  evidently  for 
the  first  time.  The  census  which  is  the  occasion, 
according  to  Luke,  of  the  journey  of  the  pair  to 
Bethlehem,  is  consequently  unnamed  ;  it  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  story.  In  place  of  Luke's  country 
shepherds  gathering  round  the  manger  in  the  inn- 
stable,  Matthew  reports  the  arrival  of  a  train  of 
Magi  from  the  east,*  bringing  royal  gifts  of  gold 
and  frankincense  and  myrrh,  and  offering  their 
homage  to  the  new-bom  '  King  of  the  Jews  '  in  his 
mother's  house.  To  fulfil  the  prophecy  *  Out  of 
Egypt  did  I  call  my  son,'  the  babe  is  conveyed 
thither  on  the  warning  of  an  angel  to  Joseph  in  a 
dream,  2^".  The  death  of  Herod  is  the  signal  for 
a  similar  intervention  to  secure  the  child's  return  to 
the  land  of  Israel  ^** ;  but  a  third  \nsion  is  needed 
to  fix  him  at  Nazareth  **"**,  which  from  that  time 
becomes  his  home.* 

The  sequence  of  Luke  is  entirely  different. 
Joseph  and  Mary  are  only  visitors  at  Bethlehem ; 
they  have  no  house,  and  seek  lodging  in  the  village 
caravanserai.  There,  apparently,  they  remain  about 
six  weeks,'  till  the  days  of  '  purification '  were  ful- 
filled.   The  proper  offerings  are  made  in  the  temple ; 

*  There  is  no  remson  for  limiting  them  to  three. 

'  Apparently  to  fulfil  a  prophecy  the  origin  of  which  cannot  be  diaoovered. 

'  Ltv,  12  reckons  forty  days :  on  temple-usage  see  Kdm,  JtSHS  of  Naamra^ 
it  p.  81. 
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under  the  shadow  of  Herod's  palace  the  babe  is 
greeted,  not  by  foreign  sages  but  by  a  devout  Jew, 
as  the  whole  world's  Messiah,  glory  of  Israel  and 
light  to  the  Gentiles,  There  is  no  hint  of  danger 
from  the  reigning  king ;  the  dreams  that  warn  the 
actors  in  Matthew's  story  play  no  part  in  Luke ;  an 
exquisite  serenity  pervades  the  narrative  as  the  ven* 
erable  Simeon  and  the  devout  Anna  unite  to  give 
thanks  ;  and  the  parents  then  return  to  Galilee,  '  to 
their  own  city  Nazareth,'  a"".  The  motive  of  pro- 
phecy, so  often  employed  by  Matthew  (i**  2*  '*  "  "), 
nowhere  appears  ;  but  the  child  is  carefully  brought 
within  the  fulfilment  of  the  Law.  Is  it  surprising 
that  when  it  is  asked  whether  these  narratives  are 
not  '  incompatible,'  the  reply  should  be,  '  They 
are  indeed  incompatible  in  certain  details  as 
they  stand.' ' 

To  which  of  these  accounts,  then,  is  credibility 
to  be  attached,  seeing  that  in  the  form  in  which  we 
have  them  they  cannot  both  be  true  ?  The  narra- 
tive of  Matthew  exhibits  no  real  points  of  contact 
with  history,  by  which  it  can  be  tested,  save  the 
mention  of  Herod,  There  is  no  trace  either  of  such 
an  incident  as  the  visit  of  the   Magi  guided  by  a 

'  So  Dr.  Gore.  Diatrtatiotis  on  Subjicls  coHHictni  anih  the  IntamatioH 
(1S95).  p.  36.  Il  ia  added  that  'the  iDCcmpatible  dements  ore  riplicable  quite 
easily  by  the  me  which  the  Evuigellsts  made  of  tht  earlier  ducutneiits  upon 
wbicb  they  relied.'  Of  the  contenU  of  the^e  doctimcMiIs,  however,  or  even  of 
Iheir  existence,  we  know  nothing.  They  can  hardly.  Iheretore,  be  invoked  in 
explanation.  Il  ia  important,  nevertheless,  that  the  presence  of  '  incompatible 
elements'  should  be  recognised  by  »  high  authority.  Dr.  Weslcnti  believed 
thai  '  the  separate  details  art:  exactly  capable  of  harmonioui  adjualment,' 
n  la  Of  SUuiy  0/ Ut4  OotftU  (6U1  ed.  (88)),  p,  J'?- 

HH  3 
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travelling  star,  or  of  rfae  subseqaent  massacre  of  use 
children  at  Bethlehem.  The  freq-ject  recurrence  of 
the  angei  and  the  drparn  has  no  coonterparr  in  the 
rest  of  the  Gospel  * :  and  the  emphasis  on  the  ful- 
filment  of  prophecy  discloses  the  secret  of  the 
writers  thought.  Luke,  on  the  other  hand,  takes 
pains  to  connect  the  story  with  the  political  demands 
of  imperial  Rome  :  but  in  the  judgment  of  the  pro- 
foundest  students  of  Roman  affairs  his  attempt  does 
not  seem  successful.  The  governorship  of  Quirinius. 
the  decree  of  Augustus,  the  extension  of  an  enrol- 
ment to  the  dominions  of  Herod,  were  all  alike 
doubtful.  Twenty  years  ago  the  historian  Mommsen 
declared  that  no  one  cognisant  of  the  facts  could 
believe  that  any  census  was  carried  out  by  the 
Romans  at  that  time,  *  whatever  theologians,  or 
those  who,  like  theologians,  talk  in  bonds,  may  have 
persuaded  themselves  or  others.'*  The  indefatigable 
labours  of  Prof.  Ramsay,  however,  have  enabled  him 
to  raise  anew  the  question,  '  Was  Christ  bom  at 
Bethlehem  ? '  A  series  of  delicate  combinations 
leads  to  the  following  suggestions':  (i)  Evidence 
has  come  to  light  in  Egypt  that  periodic  enrolments 
were  made  at  intervals  of  fourteen  years,  the  earliest 

'  Kor  tlir  dream,  however,  compare  the  late  story  of  Pilate's  wife,  27". 

>  FtM  Geatae  Divi  AuguBti  (2nd  ed.  1883),  pp.  168,  176. 

*  Expositor ^  1897,  i.  pp.  274-286,  425-435,  and  Was  Christ  bom  at  Beth- 
If  hem  ?  (1X98).  More  material  is  also  available  in  the  pap3rri  from  Egypt  pub- 
linliud  by  Mr.  Kcnyon,  and  by  Messrs.  Grenfell  and  Hunt  See  the  new 
evidence  discuHScd  by  SchQrer  in  the  last  edition  of  his  Gisch.  dts  jOdischen 
VoUht  (1901),  vol.  i.  pp.  510-543 ;  and  compare  the  remarks  of  Prof.  Gardner, 
Estphratw  Eva9tgtUca,  pp.  253-4. 
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document  of  this  type  at  present  discovered  belong- 
ing to  A.D.  20  ;  there  is  reason  to  trace  this  back  to 
Augustus:  (2)  The  uniformity  of  Roman  adminis- 
tration makes  it  probable  that  such  enrolments  were 
held  in  other  parts  of  the  empire,  and  thus  there 
may  have  been  one  in  Syria  in  B.C.  8  :  (3)  The 
kingdom  of  Herod  was  reckoned  as  belonging  to  the 
empire  ;  and  though  in  his  dominions  the  enrolment 
would  not  be  carried  out  by  a  Roman  officer,  Herod 
probably  felt  obliged  to  execute  it  under  pain  of  the 
displeasure  of  Augustus ;  but  he  may  have  sent  an 
embassy  to  Rome  to  beg  for  exemption,  and  this 
may  have  caused  a  postponement  of  the  actual 
operation  till  B.C.  6  :'  (4)  In  executing  the  imperial 
plan.  Herod  would  conciliate  Jewish  opinion  by  fol- 
lowing national  usage,  and  this  may  have  required 
that  Joseph  should  report  himself  at  the  birthplace 
of  an  ancestor  a  thousand  years  before,  and  that  his 
wife  should  accompany  him  on  the  journey*;  (5)  When 
this  took  place,  Quinctilius  Varus  was  governor  of 
Syria  ;  but  Augustus  may  have  sent  Quirinius  as  a 
special  lieutenant  to  assist  Varus  (who  had  no  ex- 
perience in  war)  in  the  conduct  of  certain  military 

'  II  ia  rather  remarkable  in  this  conneiioa  to  find  Kepler's  nIcuUlioDS 
concernin);  the  nrnjuDcIiDa  of  the  three  plaQCts  Jupiter,  Saturn,  and  Man, 
adduced  as  a  mincidence  '  worthy  of  inentioo,'  though  '  not  presented  as  an 
argument,'  p.  116. 

*  To  what  tribe  Mary  belonged  is  doubtful.  Id  LtiAt  \^  to  whom  do  the 
words  'of  the  houae  of  David  '  apply?  The  general  style  of  the  verse  (cp.  3*) 
lUfgcsts  Jo.'teph  ;  and  this  is  admitted  to  be  moat  natural  by  Weisi,  Mk.-LHk, 
(1901),  p.  i^^.  la  that  ttx  it  mav  be  inferred  that  Mary  was  not  suppoaed 
to  be  of  Davidk  lineage.  But  Schmiedel.  Enc.  Bibl.  iii.  1957,  seems  to  be  too 
positive  in  assertiag  (on  the  ^ound  of  1")  that  aa  kiiiawoiiuui  of  a  Levite  the 
Mitbor  of  Lulu  I  certainly  regarded  ber  aa  a  Levite. 
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operations,  especially  against  the  Homonadenses. 
It  cannot  be  said  that  this  pile  of  hypotheses  does 
more  than  establish  a  very  slender  probability  for 
the  visit  of  Joseph  and  Mary  to  Bethlehem.  But  it 
does  positively  nothing  to  establish  the  miracle  of 
the  Virgin- birth.  As  Prof.  Ramsay  remarks/  *  Ob- 
viously, the  truth  of  the  story  in  Luke  i.,  ii.,  can 
can  never  be  demonstrated.  There  will  always  re- 
main a  large  step  to  be  taken  on  faith.' 

From  another  point  of  view,  however,  the  narra- 
tive of  Luke  is  exposed  to  serious  difficulty.  The 
Gospel  speaks  of  *  his  father  and  his  mother/  2" ; 
*  his  parents,'  2"  ;  Mary  says  '  thy  father  and  I,'  2". 
The  Davidic  pedigree  of  Jesus  is  traced  through 
Joseph,  3** ;  *  and  with  this  agrees  the  early  reading 
apparently  preserved  in  the  Sinaitic-Syrian,  2^  *  with 
Mary  his  wife.' '  The  same  authority  concludes  the 
genealogy  in  MaU.  i"  with  the  following  remarkable 
statement : — 

Joseph,  to  whom  was  betrothed  Mary  the  Virgin,  begat  Jesus, 
who  is  called  the  Christ. 

The  publication  of  this  text  in  1894  attracted  wide- 
spread attention.*  Further  evidence  was  supplied 
by  Mr.  F.  C.  Conybeare  in  1898  that  the  genealogy 
of  Matthew   originally   ended,  '  And  Joseph  begat 

*  IVas  Christ  bom  in  BethleknH  ?  p.  1 12. 

*  With  the  harmonistic  explanation  '  as  was  supposed.' 

*  Mrs.  Smith  Lewis,    Translation  oj  tfu  Four  Gosptls,  etc.,   1894.    Cp. 
Usener,  art.  •  Nativity,*  Enc.  Bibl.  iii.  S349-5a 

^  See  the  correspondence  in  the  A€mdemy^  Nov.  1894,  and  onwards. 
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Jesus  who  is  called  Christ.' '  The  authors  of  the 
pedigrees,  therefore,  regarded  Jesus  as  the  son  of 
Joseph,  like  the  townspeople  of  Nazareth,  Matt.  13", 
or  the  Jews  by  the  sea  of  Galilee,  J-ohn  6*' ;  and  the 
genealogies  seem  to  have  been  editorially  adapted 
to  their  present  position. 

Before  these  textual  facts  came  to  light,  how- 
ever, a  fresh  suggestion  had  been  made  with  respect 
to  Luke's  narrative.  The  only  reference  to  the 
Virgin-hirth  in  the  Third  Gospel  occurs  in  i***. 
Does  that  passage,  after  all,  asked  Dr.  Hillmann,' 
belong  to  the  original  story  ?  does  it  not  disturb 
the  context,  and  may  it  not  be  cast  out  as  an 
intrusion  ?  This  view  has  since  received  weighty 
adhesions.*  On  what  grounds  is  it  supported  ?  The 
reference  to  Elizabeth  in  "  certainly  seems  to  follow 
better  on  **.  In  that  passage,  moreover,  the  child 
whose  birth  is  announced,  is  already  designated 
Messianically  as  'Son  of  the  Most  High';*  but 
the  title  '  Son  of  God '  in  **  has  a  quite  different 
signification;  it  denotes  not  official  adoption,  but 
actual  origin  :  "  is  thus  a  doublet  of  "*  on  another 
plane.  Moreover,  the  incredulity  of  Mary  concern- 
ing the  possibility  of  motherhood  **,  seems  inexpUc- 


'  See  Ou  HiibrrI  Journal,  Oct  1903,  p.  lOO,  uid  Jin.  1903,  p.  355, 

^Jakrb.  fur  Prol.  Tluolagu,  iSgi.  pp.  atj-ast. 

'Hamack.  Zettsehrifi  fiir  dii  IVnUsl.  IVxstrtudiaft,  1901.  pp.  53-57: 
KolUmiDD,  HanJ-tommrrtlar.  1901 ;  Pfleidcrer,  UrihnslrnUiHm,  >nd  ed.  vol. 
>..  p.  407:  Schmiedel,  Enc.  Bibl.  iii.  ags*;  Uscdw.  Eh€.  Bibl.  iii.  3349:  cp. 
Werale,  SyHoptistlH  Fragt.  p  103. 

*  Cp.  Uvi  14". 


488  THE    BIBLE  lcct.  vm. 


able  in  one  already  betrothed ;  yet  it  does  not  (like 
that  of  Zacharias  ^^)  expose  her  to  rebuke  or 
penalty ;  the  doubt  seems  introduced  only  to  give 
occasion  for  the  explanation  in  ".  The  real  reply 
of  Mary  to  the  original  announcement  ""^  •"^,  follows 
in  *®,  *  be  it  unto  me  according  to  thy  word/  and  her 
submission  to  the  heavenly  will  wins  the  blessing  of 
Elizabeth ".  It  must  be  confessed  that  there  is 
much  that  is  attractive  about  this  bold  suggestion  ; 
and  it  at  once  harmonises  the  story  in  Luke  i  with 
the  view  in  2  that  Mary  was  Joseph's  wife,  and 
that  he  was  the  father  of  Jesus.  Neither  of  the  two 
narratives,  it  may  be  added,  could  have  been  known 
to  Mark.  It  is  incredible  that  the  mother^  who 
alone  possessed  the  secret  of  his  birth,  could  have 
joined  his  brothers  in  endeavouring  to  put  him  under 
restraint  on  the  ground  that  he  was  mad,^  Mark  3*^". 
The  stories  of  the  Virgin-birth  are  not  only,  how- 
ever, inconsistent  with  each  other,  with  the  genealo- 
gies, and  with  the  tenor  of  the  rest  of  the  Evangelic 
representations,  they  are  also  really  incompatible 
with  the  meaning  of  the  divine  words  at  the  Baptism. 
Mark,  who  relates  no  wondrous  entry  into  the  world, 
depicts  Jesus  as  endowed  for  his  high  function  by 

*  This  statemeDt  is  omitted  by  Matth.  12^  and  Luke  8^*.  Mr.  PuUao,  The 
Christian  TradiHonf  p.  10,  thinks  that  S.  Mark  '  possessed  little  or  no  attrac- 
tion for  Christians  immediately  after  the  apostolic  age.  When  all  the  eye- 
witnesses  of  the  ministry  of  Christ  were  dead,  orthodox  Christians  wanted 
most  of  all  something  which  helped  them  in  preaching  the  Gospel,,  it  did  not 
particularly  help  them  to  know  that  our  Lord's  relatives  once  thought  him 
mad/  etc.  Evidently,  the  inconvenient  testimony  of  the  earliest  Gospel  is  to 
be  disparaged  because  it  does  not  support  a  more  developed  orthodoxy.  But 
in  that  case,  what  becomes  of  its  inspiration  7 
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the  descent  of  the  Spirit  on  his  coming  up  out  of  the 
Jordan,  i"*""  ;  when  the  heavenly  voice  declares — 

Thou  art  my  beloved  Son,  in  thee  1  am  well  pleased. 
This,  then,  according  to  the  earhest  Synoptic  tradi- 
tion, is  the  moment  when  Jesus  becomes  the  Messi- 
anic Son  of  God.  This  was  the  true  '  Epiphany,' 
the  manifestation  of  God  upon  earth,  in  which  the 
Church  long  commemorated  the  double  festival  of 
the  baptism  and  the  birth  of  Christ.'  The  testimony 
of  the  Third  Gospel  (according  to  one  important 
tradition)  was  even  stronger :  for  in  Luke  3**  the 
famous  codex  of  Beza  applies  to  Jesus  the  words  of 
Psalm  2' — 

Thou  art  my  son,  this  day  have  1  begotten  thee. 
In  this  form  it  is  quoted  from  the  '  Memoirs  of  the 
Apostles  '  by  Justin  ;  it  is  cited  by  Clement  and  by 
Origen  ;  Lactantius  and  Hilary  confirm  it  ;  Faustus 
the  Manichean  and  Augustine  the  orthodox  both 
employ  it.'  This  can  be  harmonised  with  the  lan- 
guage of  1**,  but  not  with  the  announcement  of  **; 
and  the  suggestion  that  this  latter  is  really  an 
addition  to  the  story  thus  receives  some  additional 
support. 

That  the  doctrine  was  not  within  Paul's  view  may 
be  inferred  from  the  terms  in  which  he  describes 
Jesus  as  '  bom  of  the  seed  of  David  according  to 
the  flesh,'  but  '  determined  [or  '  defined  ']  to  be  the 
Son  of  God  with  power,  according  to   the  spiril  of 

'  Usener.  RtHgioHigrsthichlliclu  Unltnuckungfi,  i.  I18S9). 
*  Uieuer,  ibiJ.  pp.  40-45.     Olber  Icana  of  Ibe  dj 
the  Firtl  Tkm  GmptU,  and  ed.,  p.  166. 
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holiness,  by  the  resurrection  from  the  dead,'* 
Neither  with  the  Virgin-birth,  nor  with  the  heavenly 
voice  at  the  baptism,  does  he  seem  acquainted.  It 
is  difficult  to  suppose  (with  Usener')  that  the  story 
was  unknown  to  the  Fourth  Evangelist  • ;  it  appears 
more  likely,  as  Prof.  Gardner  interprets  the  signs, 
that  he  wished  to  convey  a  protest  against  it.*  When 
he  ascribes  to  Jesus  such  sayings  as  *  It  is  the  spirit 
that  quickeneth,  the  flesh  profiteth  nothing,'  or  *  that 
which  is  born  of  the  flesh  is  flesh,'  he  strives  to  lift 
the  question  of  origins  on  to  another  plane,  where  a 
miracle  of  physical  generation  is  altogether  out  of 
place. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  can  no  longer  ignore  the 
fact  that  the  idea  of  a  wondrous  birth  without  human 
fatherhood  appears  in  a  multitude  of  tales  which  can 
be  traced  literally  round  the  world  *  from  China  to 
Peru.'  ^  The  incidents  of  folk-lore  are  doubtless  un- 
suitable for  comparison  with  narratives  like  those  in 
our  Gospels  ;  they  are  part  of  a  common  stock  of 
imaginative  material  reproduced  without  purpose  or 
authority  from  age  to  age  and  land  to  land,  destitute 
of  historic  significance.     But  they  are  the  founda- 

^  Romans  i*^.  The  words  of  Psalm  a?  are  apparently  applied  in  Ads  13* 
to  the  resurrection. 

*  End  BibL  iii.  3347. 

*  It  is  commonly  admitted  that  he  used  both  Matthew  and  Luke,  see  m*, 
Lect.  VII.  p.  398. 

^  ExploraHo  EvangeHca^  p.  239. 

'  Miraculous  conception  of  the  founder  of  the  house  of  Chow,  Saend Books 
of  the  East,  vol.  iii.  p.  397 :  cp.  another  story  of  the  wondrous  birth  of  the 
founder  of  the  house  of  Shang,  ibid,  p.  307.  Peru,  cp.  Hartland,  LMgmd  tf 
PersiUSf  i.  p.  1 18-9. 
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tion  of  other  cases  which  cannot  be  dismissed  so 
lightly ;  the  wide-spread  acceptance  of  the  folk- 
tale supplies  a  form  for  more  serious  doctrine.  The 
idea  appears  already  under  the  Middle  Empire  of 
ancient  Egypt' ;  and  earlier  still  the  kings  of  the 
Fifth  and  Sixth  Dynasties  called  themselves  sons  of 
the  sun-god.  In  the  case  of  Amon-hotep  III.  (of 
the  Eighteenth  Dynasty)  it  was  wrought  out  with 
amazing  realism  on  a  wall  of  the  temple  of  Luxor, 
Amon  himself  descended  from  heaven  and  stood 
beside  the  virgin  who  should  become  a  mother*: 

'  Amon-hotep,'  he  is  made  to  say,  '  is  the  name  of  the  son 
who  is  in  thy  womb.  He  shall  grow  up  according  t<^  the  words 
thit  proceed  out  of  thy  moulh.  He  shall  exercise  sovereignty 
and  righteousness  in  this  land  unto  its  very  end.  My  soul  is  in 
him,  (and)  he  shall  wear  the  twofold  crown  of  royalty,  ruling  the 
two  worlds  like  the  sun  for  ever.' 

This  is  only  the  natural  sequel  of  the  language 
in  which  again  and  again  the  Egyptian  kings  are 
described  as  filially  related  to  a  paternal  god. 
Tahutmes  IV.'  paid  great  honour  to  the  sun-god 
Ra  in  the  form  of  Harmachis.  To  this  deity  the 
Sphinx  at  Gizeh  was  dedicated,*  and  Tahutmes 
cleared   its  vast    form  of  the  accumulations  of  the 

'  Sayce.  Riligions  of  AnatHi  Egypt  ami  Baby/ama,  p,  49'. 

'  To  AmoD  mre  dedicated  some  of  Ihc  noblest  of  Ihe  E)cypli«n  hymnB.  He 
is  '  lord  of  eternity,  Maker  eveclasting ' ;  from  bis  eyes  proceed  mankind,  of 
hU  tnoulh  are  the  gods  ;  be  is  maker  of  grass  for  tbe  cattle,  and  of  fruiifu! 
trees  for  men,  '  lying  awake  when  all  men  sleep  to  seek  out  the  good  of  his 
creatuips'i  see  C.  Vf.  Goodviin,  Riamta  0/ IIh  Fast,  ii.  II9. 

*  Sayce,  i&iii,  p.  249. 

*  [433-1414  B.C..  Petrie,  Htthry  0/  Egyfil,  *o)  li.  (1896),  p.  166. 

*  A  hyma  to  Ra-Harmacbia  is  iraoslated  t>y  Dr.  E.  L.  I-usbington  ia 
RuarJa  of^  PttI,  viii.  p.  131. 
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desert  sand  in  memory  of  a  noon-day  dream  beneath 
its  shadow,  when  he  had  rested  there  once  during 
the  chase  in  his  youth  : 

'  A  rest  he  made  in  the  shadow  of  this  god,  sleep  fell  upon 
him,  dreaming  in  slumber  in  the  moment  when  the  sun  was  over- 
head. Found  he  the  majesty  of  this  noble  god,  talking  to  him 
by  his  mouth,  speaking  like  the  talk  of  a  father  to  his  son,  saying, 
Look  thou  at  me !  Behold  thou  me  I  My  son  Tahutmes,  I 
am  thy  father,  Hor-em-akht,  Khepra,  Ra,  and  Turn,  giving  to 
thee  the  kingdom.  On  thee  shall  be  placed  its  white  crown  acd 
its  red  crown,  on  the  throne  of  Seb  the  heir.  There  is  given  to 
thee  the  land  in  its  length  and  in  its  breadth,  which  is  lightened 
by  the  bright  eye  of  the  universal  lord.  .  .  Draw  near,  and 
behold  I  am  with  thee/  ^ 

A  little  later,  Rameses  the  Great  is  engaged  in 
his  campaign  against  the  Hittites  of  Syria ;  and  the 
court-scribe  Pentaiira  describes  his  appeal  to  the 
great  Theban  deity  Amun-ra  in  the  crisis  of  battle  * : 

'  Shouldst  thou  be  my  father,  O  Amun  ?  And,  behold,  should 
a  father  forget  his  son  ?  Have  I  then  put  my  trust  in  my  own 
thoughts?  Have  I  not  walked  according  to  the  word  of  thy 
mouth  ?  Has  not  thy  mouth  directed  my  marches,  and  have  not 
thy  counsels  guided  me  ?  Amun  will  bring  low  them  that  know 
not  God.' 

The  religious  motive  in  such  passages  as  these 
is  transparent.  Of  course  it  may  be  dismissed  as 
insincere  or  conventional.  But  the  analogy  to 
modes  of  thought  in  the  line  of  Israel's  develop- 
ment is  strongly  marked.     And  the  transition  from 

*  Jacob  dreams  at  night,  Gen,  28^**",  and  receives  a  similar  promise  of  laod 
for  himself  and  his  seed,  with  a  similar  declaration  of  divine  protection  ^1 
'  and  behold  I  am  with  thee.*  But  no  paternal  care  is  here  implied,  as  in 
the  case  of  David,  2  Sam.  7^** '  I  will  be  his  father,  and  he  shall  be  my  son.' 

<  Tiele,  History  of  the  EgypHon  lUUgUm  (i88a),  p.  15a. 


AND    THE    CHURCH  493 

the  conception  of  a  divine  Fatherhood  endowing  the 
royal  son  with  dominion  to  that  of  positive  paternity 
takes  place  with  a  bold  literalness  before  our  eyes 
on  the  walls  of  Luxor  in  a  manner  which  shows  how 
easily  symbols  might  be  converted  into  facts.  May 
we  not  believe  that  a  similar  conversion  was  effected 
in  a  nobler  form  by  early  Christian  imagination  ?' 

In  truth,  however,  it  is  frankly  recognised  that 
this  doctrine  does  not  really  rest  upon  historic  evi- 
dence.' It  enters  the  believer's  mind  by  an  act  of 
faith.  If  it  be  enquired  on  what  this  faith  is  founded, 
some    may   answer,  '  the   Scripture   record.*     With 

If  it  be  reptied  (as,  Tor  example  by  Prof.  Sunday,  Kaatings'  Dtct.  of  At 
Biib,  vol.  ii.  p.  647)  tbat  Ibere  waa  not  time  (or  such  a  transition  in  view  of 
tbe  pewer  dates  aiiigned  to  Ibe  Gospels,  it  may  be  observed  that  the  report 
that  Plato  was  the  «on  of  Apollo  was  circulated  in  Atheu^  during  his  life-time. 
and  was  sufficiently  important  for  his  nephew  Speusippus  eipressly  to  deny 
uncle's  fuoeral.  cp.  Firs/  Jhrtt  Oospth.  and  ed.  p.  t6o,  and  OrigeD, 
jigaiiisl  CtlsHt,  i.  37.  For  tbe  similar  case  of  Augustus,  cp.  First  Thrti 
Gotptis,  p.  160,  and  Gardner,  Exploratio  Evangrliea,  p.  341-a.  When  Dellius, 
Ibe  friend  of  Antony  came  Into  Judea,  he  waa  so  much  struck  with  ihe  beauty 
ef  Herod'a  wife  Hariamne  and  her  brolber  Ariatobulus,  grandchildren  of  Ihe 
faigh  priest  Hymn  us,  that  he  began  to  'talk  portents'  and  catnplimenled  their 
mother  by  Ihe  suggestion  that  tbey  were  not  of  bunian  birtb.  but  from  some 
god,  Josephus,  Anh^mtits,  iv.  3,  6.  A  remarkable  story  i*  related  by  the 
Justin,  IV.  4,  of  the  binb  of  Seleucus  (afterwards  the  founder  of 
Antioch)  whose  mother  Laodice,  though  married  to  Antiochus,  received  a  visit 
from  Apollo.  The  god  left  his  pledge  in  the  shape  of  a  ring  (afterwards  found 
le  bed),  on  which  was  engraved  ou  anchor  I  The  Ihigh  of  Seleucus.  and 
wme  limb  of  bis  sods  aud  grandson^i,  all  bore  the  image  of  an  anchor. 
Such  were  Ibe  tales  of  Syria.  Aa  the  term  '  Spirit '  is  feminine  in  tlcbrew,  it 
lot  likely  that  the  Chnstian  slorj-  arnse  on  Jewish  soil ;  its  u>c  in  Lain  l» 
mt  Palestinian  any  more  than  '  virgin  '  in  Matt.  1",  which  is  derived  from 
the  Greek  version  of  Ihe  Old  Testament  Scriptures  made  al  Aleiandria.  In 
the  GosptI  Kcm-JiHg  lo  iki  Htbrrws,  ed.  E.  B.  Nicholson,  the  Spirit  addresses 
Jesus  as  "  My  son '  and  he  in  turn  speaks  of  '  Uy  molber  ihe  holy  Spirit,'  pp. 
«,  74 

The  candid  tealimony  of  Prof.  Ramsay  has  already  been  dted, 
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that  plea  we  have  already  dealt.     The  student  who 
realises  that  the  Scripture  record  is  inconsistent  with 
itself  can  no  longer  accept  it  as  a  whole.     He  may 
select  what  he  finds  most  congruous  with  his  general 
scheme  of  thought,  but  he  cannot  refuse  the  same 
right   to   others.     Those  who   believe  that    Joseph 
was  the  father  of  Jesus  have  the  authority  of  the 
Gospels  as  fully  as  those  who  ascribe  his  birth  to  the 
direct  intervention  of    the   Holy  Spirit.     There  is, 
however,  another  alternative.     The  same  judgment 
which  pronounces  the  narratives   of   Matthew  and 
Luke  *  incompatible  in  certain  details  as  they  stand,' 
falls   back   for   the    justification    of    faith    on    the 
authority  of  the  Church  ^ : — 

'  Considering  the  position  which  the  Virgin-birth  holds  in  the 
creeds,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  authority  of  the  Church  is 
committed  to  it  as  a  fact  beyond  recall.  To  admit  that  its  historic 
position  is  really  doubtful  would  be  to  strike  a  mortal  blow  at  the 
authority  of  the  Christian  Church  as  a  guide  to  religious  truth  in 
any  real  sense.  Such  a  result  is  in  itself  an  argument  against  the 
truth  of  any  position  which  would  tend  to  produce  it' 

But  criticism,  if  it  is  once  admitted  into  the 
Scriptures,  cannot  be  restrained  from  investigating 
tradition.  It  will  ask  what  is  the  authority  of  the 
Church  ?  In  whom  is  it  vested  ?  How  is  its  scope 
defined  ?  By  what  marks  may  it  be  recognised  ? 
What  proofs  can  it  offer  of  its  claims  ?  And  to 
these  and  other  questions  of  like  character  it  will 
get  various  answers,  from  Jerusalem  to  Nicea,  to 
Rome,  to  Geneva,  to  Canterbury.  Moreover,  it  will 
point  out  that  the  New  Testament  presents  various 

1  Dr.  Gore,  DtsserimiioMS,  p.  67. 
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conceptions  of  the  person  of  Jesus.  There  is  the 
Synoptic  type  represented  in  its  earliest  form  by 
Mark,  which  exhibits  Jesus  as  the  Messiah  who 
preached  the  kingdom  of  God  and  healed  the  sick, 
so  that  Peter  could  tell  (Acts  lo**)  'how  that  God 
anointed  him  with  holy  Spirit  and  with  power,  who 
went  about  doing  good.'  There  is  the  Pauline  type, 
according  to  which  Jesus  is  interpreted  no  longer 
'according  to  the  flesh,'  but  as  the  Second  Man, 
the  Man  from  heaven,  first  born  of  the  spiritual 
creation,  and  identified  in  express  terms  with  the 
Spirit,  3  Cor.  3".  And  there  is  the  Johannine  type, 
depicting  Jesus  as  the  Word  become  flesh,  living  in 
mystic  unity  with  the  Father  and  with  his  disciples, 
so  that  all  share  a  common  fellowship,  the  true 
centre  of  which  is  no  more  on  earth  but  in  a  realm 
beyond  the  relations  of  space,  though  it  may  be 
accommodated  to  cur  conceptions  as  'above.'  We 
need  not  now  ask  whether  these  three  representa- 
tions can  be  reconciled ;  it  is  enough  to  observe  that 
here  are  the  fountain-heads  of  the  Christian  tradition, 
and  none  of  them  names  the  Virgin-birth.  If  there 
are  any  other  founders  of  the  Church  more  eminent 
than  Peter,  Paul,  and  'John,'  it  were  well  that  we 
should  know  them.  As  long  as  we  are  in  error  with 
them,  we  are  not  far  from  safety. 

Follow  the  streams  of  tradition  into  the  second 
century,  and  you  will  find  that  it  flows  in  divers 
channels  and  has  various  representatives.  The 
fathers  are  feeling  their  way  towards  new  modes  of 
interpreting  the  word  and  work  of  Jesus.     There  is 
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no  fixed  orthodoxy.  Germs  of  thought  are  expand- 
ing in  different  directions.  Tendencies  of  specula- 
tion meet  in  stubborn,  conflict.  The  advancing 
exaltation  of  the  person  of  Jesus  drives  earlier 
conceptions  of  his  nature  into  remote  comers ;  they 
survive  in  a  sort  of  underground  life,  to  emerge  into 
light  in  the  heresies  of  later  days,  when  strange  and 
obscure  sects  unexpectedly  reproduce  some  primitive 
aspect  of  the  early  faith.  But  in  the  midst  of  the 
confusion  the  voice  of  Hamack  is  heard  saying 
with  unfaltering  decision  ^ : — 

'  It  is  one  of  the  best  established  results  of  history  that  the 
clause  "  Bom  of  the  Holy  Spirit  and  the  Virgin  Mary  "  does  not 
belong  to  the  earliest  Gospel  preaching.' 

About  the  year  243-2  B.C.,'  the  great  Asoka,  so 
often  called  the  Constantine  of  Buddhism,  visited 
the  reputed  birthplace  of  the  Buddha  (who  had  been 
bom  some  three  centuries  before),  and  recorded  his 
homage  in  an  inscription.  He  had  learned  from  his 
teachers  who  held  the  sacred  tradition,  that  the  future 
Buddha  had  descended  from  the  Tusita  heaven,  and 
had  become  miraculously  incarnate  in  his  mother's 
womb.  At  his  birth  a  wondrous  light  appeared ; 
the  shining  devas  sang  and  made  music  in  heaven ; 
and  the  whole  system  of  ten  thousand  worlds 
quivered  in  sympathy.  The  Brahmans  on  his 
name-day  predicted  his  futiu^e  glory;  and  the  sage 

*  Nineteenth  Century^  JuJyi  1893,  p.  17a 

'  The  twenty-first  of  Asoka's  reign,  see  the  inscription  of  the  Rummindei 
pillar,  Vincent  Smith,  Asoka^  p.  145.  The  year  is  uncertain,  owing  to  some 
slight  doubt  as  to  the  date  of  his  accession  :  see  Miss  DufTs  Chnmology  of 
India,  p.  II.    The  inscription  was  discovered  in  December,  18961. 
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Asita,  when  he  received  the  babe  in  his  arms,  an- 
nounced that  he  would  estabhsh  the  kingdom  of 
righteousness,  and  wept  to  think  that  his  own  death 
would  first  remove  him  from  the  influence  of  the  future 
Teacher.'  The  tradition  further  declared  that  the 
Scriptures  in  which  these  things  were  contained  had 
been  solemnly  rehearsed  at  a  great  meeting  of  the 
disciples  immediately  after  their  Master's  death,  and 
had  been  preserved  intact  ever  since.  If  a  Brahman 
critic  had  impeached  its  truth,  should  we  be  sur- 
prised if  he  had  declined  to  accept  from  Asoka  a 
reply  couched  in  such  terms  as  these? — 

'CoDsidering  the  position  which  the  miraculous  Birth  holds 
in  the  Dkamma  (the  Truth  contained  in  the  sacred  books),  it 
cannot  be  denied  that  the  authority  nf  the  Buddhist  Order  is  com- 
mitted to  it  as  a  fact  beyond  recall.  To  admit  thai  its  historical 
position  is  really  doubtful  would  be  to  strike  a  mortal  blow  at  the 
authority  of  the  Buddhist  Order  as  a  guide  to  religious  truth  in 
any  real  sense.  Such  a  result  is  itseU  an  argument  against  the 
truth  of  aay  position  which  would  tend  to  produce  it.' 


[V. 


Once  more,  in  another  form  and  with  a  wider 
significance,  the  authority  of  Christian  experience  is 
urged  upon  us.  The  inward  light,  it  is  pleaded,  is 
the  real  witness  to  spiritual  truths ;  and  the  believer 
rests  securely  on  personal  communion  with  his 
heavenly  Lord.     '  The  idea  of  the  living  and  exalted 

'  See  the  Sutla-Nipata,  in  Sarrid  Boots  of  du  Eaal.  I.  p.  II5 ;  Cp.  M>U- 
puiaibb^B  Sutia,  in  S.  B.  E.  11.  p.  47 ;  and  UahapwUiu  SutU,  id  Dighm 
Nihay,  ed.  Davids  and  Cupeoter.  vol.  iL  p.  15. 
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Christ*  "we  are  told.  '  is  the  life-blood  of  Evangelical 
Chrlsiianity  :  in  all  ages  of  the  Church  it  has  been 
the  source  of  the  Church's  er^rgy  and  happiness."  * 
TTiis  :s  the  theire  of  the  weli-knoirn  meaiise  of  the 
late  Dr.  Dale.  The  Lhing  Christ,  where  the  ineff- 
able benefits  of  such  fellowship  are  set  forth  in  the 
glowing  langiiage  of  impassioned  conviction.*  The 
records  of  Christian  piety  abound  in  illustrations  of 
this  trust,  and  it  is  not  confined  to  what  is  commonly 
termed  *  Evangelical "  religion.  That  such  experi- 
ence marked  the  devotion  of  the  first  davs  of  the 
Church,  the  records  of  the  Apostolic  age  and  its 
successor  read:lv  attest.  I  do  not  wish  rudelv  to 
deny  the  validity  of  modes  of  feeling  which  I  do  not 
share :  but  I  ask  leave  to  offer  verv  brieflv.  in  con- 
elusion,  some  reasons  why  the  doctrine  thus  begotten 
may  justly  be  submitted  to  re-interpretation  in  the 
lights  of  modem  thought. 

That  the  language  of  primitive  Christianity  is 
that  of  enthusiastic  emotion  is  generally  recog- 
nised ;  but  how  manv  believers  of  to-dav  have  reallv 
passed  through  any  crisis  which  can  be  even  dis- 
tantly described  as  being  '  buried  '  and  '  risen '  with 
Christ  ?  The  first  preachers  of  the  Gospel  felt  them- 
selves snatched  out  of  a  world  which  lav  under  the 
wrath  of  God.  and  would  shortlv  be  ended  bv  the 
aip^-ful  judgment.  Into  this  scene  of  alienation  and 
gloom  a  divine  ray  was  shot  from  heaven.  It  lighted 
upon  them,  and  filled  their  heans  with  hope  and  joy. 

^  Gardner,  Ejeplarmho  Evarngtbc^  pt  408. 
'  See,  for  in»ranrr,  pi  la 


LEcr.yni,  AND    THE    CHURCH  499 

They  were  immediately  conscious  that  great  spiritual 
forces  were  acting  within  them  ;  powers  from  on  high 
surrounded  them,  worked  through  them,  bore  them 
up  ;  and  in  their  might  they  could  fearlessly  encoun- 
ter danger  and  death.  But  in  this  exaltation  the 
judgment  of  the  intellect  was  naturally  suspended. 
The  vivid  sense  of  heavenly  presences  swept  away 
distinctions ;  and  the  influences  which  streamed  in 
upon  the  soul  might  be  referred  to  different  agencies, 
not  because  they  were  themselves  intrinsically  of 
diverse  kinds,  but  according  as  one  or  other  of  their 
sources  or  channels  held  for  the  moment  the  most 
prominent  place  in  the  swiftly  changing  movements 
of  thought.  The  apostle  Paul  directly  identifies  the 
risen  Lord  with  the  Spirit ;  and  speaks  with  equal 
ease  of  the  Spirit  of  God,  the  Spirit  of  Christ,  and 
the  Spirit  of  life  in  Christ  Jesus.'  Are  these  all 
separate  powers  ?  Surely  not ;  it  is  the  same  un- 
seen potency  which  is  conceived  in  various  modes 
according  as  it  is  traced  to  one  Fount  of  being,  or  is 
manifested  through  some  personality  once  known  on 
earth,  or  is  regarded  as  the  actual  quickening  energy 
within  the  soul.  Similarly  when  '  John '  delineates 
the  inner  life  of  the  believer,  to  whom  Father  and 
Son  may  come  together  to  take  up  their  abode  with 
him,  does  he  mean  to  distinguish  this  dual  advent 
from  that  of  the  Spirit,  and,  if  so,  by  what  marks  are 
these  several  persons  to  be  recognised  ? 

Moreover,  it  may  be  further  enquired,  how  is  the 
Christ  discerned  in  modem   Evangelical   experience 
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to  be  identified  with  the  historic  Jesus  of  Nazareth  ? 
For  the  first  disciples  who  lived  in  the  same  scene, 
who  were  separated  from  the  Master  by  no  great 
length  of  time,  and  who  looked  out  upon  a  world 
filled  with  superhuman  powers  ever  engaged  in 
watching,  attacking,  or  defending  the  soul,  there 
seemed  no  limit  to  such  possibilities  of  intercourse. 
Connexions  with  the  world  of  the  spirit  were  more 
easily  established ;  the  predispositions  for  belief  were 
all  there ;  and  thought  did  not  pause  to  consider 
how  the  same  person  could  be  simultaneously  re- 
lated to  believers  who,  as  time  went  on,  were  further 
and  further  separated  in  space.  The  modem  student, 
however,  cannot  avoid  putting  this  question.  He  is 
justly  entitled  to  ask  by  what  means  the  chasm  of 
distance  is  to  be  spanned.  But  he  is  frankly  told 
that  *  there  is  no  demonstrable  connexion  between 
the  Jesus  of  history  and  the  Christ  of  Christian 
experience.'  *  Those,  then,  who  cannot  make  the 
connexion  by  an  act  of  faith,  will  not  interpret  their 
experience  under  this  intellectual  form.  They  will 
not  explain  their  consciousness  of  an  objective  spiri- 
tual reality  by  the  medium  of  a  person  whom  they 
know  only,  as  a  person,  through  the  records  of  the 
past,  and  from  whose  language  on  some  grave  themes 
of  human  nature  and  destiny  they  find  serious  reason 
to  dissent. 

The  limitations,  indeed,  on  the  human  knowledge 
of  Jesus  are  now  freely  admitted,  though  theologians 
may  differ  as  to   their  character  and  extent,  or  the 

^  Gardner,  ExploraHo  EvoMgelita^  p.  416. 
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inferences  to  be  drawn  from  them.  There  is  a  tend- 
ency in  consequence  to  transfer  the  stress  of  his 
significance  from  the  omniscience  once  ascribed  to 
him,  and  lay  it  now  upon  his  sinlessness.  Once 
more  candour  is  ready  to  confess  that  this  view 
obviously  cannot  be  based  upon  historic  testimony.' 
You  may  read  a  Gospel  through  in  a  morning. 
What  record  can  possibly  cover  all  the  experiences 
of  those  thirty  years  ?  I  am  not  here  to  charge  the 
Master  of  Christian  souls  with  sin.  But  the  student 
who  seeks  to  understand  the  origins  of  great  doc- 
trines, is  bound  to  test  and  probe  the  records  of  the 
convictions  whence  they  spring.  He  notes  that  in 
the  new  joy  of  deliverance  from  evil,  in  the  fresh 
sense  of  victory  over  the  world,  in  the  divine  glad- 
ness of  birth  from  above,  the  disciple,  no  less  than 
the  Teacher,  was  believed  to  be  exempt  from  sin  ;  * 
and  if  experience  seems  to  disprove  one  assertion, 
what  support  is  left  for  faith  in  the  other?  There 
are  those,  indeed,  to  whom  the  doctrine  is  a  hind- 
rance rather  than  a  help.  A  supernatural  sinlessness 
removes  the  leader  of  their  religious  life  out  of  the 
sphere  of  their  own  moral  knowledge.*    They  derive 

'  Ganlner,  Exptormlio  Evangtlica,  pp.  371,  396. 

*  S«  Led.  VII.  anil,  p  MI-&. 

'  Cp.  atilt,  hecx.  V.  p.  245'  conceraing  the  Temptatiaa  of  Jesus,  A  remark- 
able parallel  10  Ihis  conception  i;<  found  in  the  history  of  (be  Chinese  religioa 
known  as  Taoism,  derived  uUimalely  from  the  profound  ipeculalions  of  the 
philosopher  designated  Lao  Tize,  an  elder  conlemporary  of  Coufuclus  in  the 
sixth  century,  B.C.  Under  the  influence  of  Buddhism,  the  story  of  Lao  Tue 
was  remodelled,  and  he  was  supposed  to  have  appeared  repeatedly  from  pre- 
historic limes  down  to  the  age  immediately  preceding  that  of  Coufucius  ('  Fa 
Lun  King,'  cited  by  Legge,  RiligioH  in  China,  p.  136).  But  another  writer, 
Ko  Hung  (about  >S0330,  a.i>.,  Uayen,  Cluna*  Rtmtbr,  p.  S7),  in  bis  '  hiatory 
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no  help  from  hearing  of  the  temptation  of  a  Being 
who  could  not  possibly  have  fallen;  they  are  not 
sustained  in  their  own  hour  of  trial  by  the  assurance 
that  the  Incarnate  Son  passed  through  this  world 
without  spot,  for  what  infirmity  of  earth  could  cling 
to  the  nature  bom  of  Heaven  ? 

One  great  religion,  indeed,  there  is  in  which  a 
similar  doctrine  does  connect  itself  with  our  human 
experience.  In  the  faith  from  which  I  have  already 
drawn  so  many  analogies,  the  Buddha  is  presented 
as  without  sin.  This  moral  elevation  is  the  immediate 
result,  according  to  Buddhist  ideals,  of  his  supreme 
wisdom ;  and  this  enlightenment  was  in  its  turn  the 
issue  of.  an  age-long  endeavour.  The  ideal  biography 
of  Gotama  carried  back  the  secret  of  his  attainment 
to  the  hermit  Sumedha,  who  vowed  never  to  abandon 
the  holy  quest  till  he  had  won  the  knowledge  which 
would  enable  him  to  deliver  men  and  devas  from  the 
miseries  of   perpetual   rebirth*.     To  fulfil  this   vow 

of  the  Gods  and  Immortals*,  argrued  thus  :  '  If  Lao  Tsze  had  been  a  pure  spirit 
from  heaven,  it  was  natural  that  he  should  appear  in  each  century,  and  that 
he  should  descend  from  an  honourable  rank  to  take  upon  himself  a  lowly 
condition,  that  he  should  quit  peace  and  rest  to  endure  fatigue,  that  he  should 
renounce  purity  to  expose  himself  to  the  defilements  of  the  world,  that  he 
should  leave  a  heavenly  rule  to  adopt  human  functions.  ...  In  reality  he  was 
a  sage  who  possessed  the  Tao  in  a  higher  degree  than  other  men,  but  he  was 
not  different  in  kind.  .  .  .  Some  of  his  followers  try  to  make  him  pass  for  a 
divine  and  extraordinary  being,  and  to  draw  future  generations  to  follow  him. 
But  by  so  doing  they  prevent  them  from  believing  that  it  is  possible  to  acquire 
by  study  the  secret  of  immortality.  If  Lao  Tsze  is  simply  a  sage  who  had 
attained  the  Tao,  men  ought  to  make  every  effort  to  follow  his  example.  But 
if  it  is  affirmed  that  he  is  an  extraordinary  being,  endowed  with  a  divine 
nature,  imitation  is  impossible.'  (Julien,  Livrt  de  ia  Lot  ei  la  f^ertue,  p.  xxiv.-v. 
1S42.    This  was  in  the  days  of  Athanasius  and  the  Council  of  Nicea. 

»  Buddhist  Birth  Stories,  translated  by  Prof.  T.  W.  Rhys  Davids,  vol.  i.  p.  13. 
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needed,  indeed,  continuous  concentration  of  en- 
deavour. But  if  it  was  pursued  unweariedly  from 
life  to  life  through  the  long  cycles  of  needful  discip- 
line, the  end  was  sure.  The  perfection  of  a  Buddha 
was  an  achievement,  not  a  heavenly  gift ;  and  this 
achievement  was,  in  its  essential  opportunity,  open 
to  all.  The  sinlessness  of  the  Buddha  was  not  the 
result  of  a  superhuman  nature,  for  he  lived  and  died 
as  man.  It  was  the  issue  of  prolonged  moral  effort : 
and  whoever  would  make  the  effort,  might  mount  to 
the  same  height.  But  this  conception  underwent  in 
the  course  of  time  a  very  remarkable  change.  The 
early  doctrine  of  the  Buddha  regarded  him  simply 
as  a  man.  In  that  character  at  death  he  ceased  to 
be.  From  the  visible  scene,  the  earth  and  all  the 
graded  heavens,  he  passed  away,  leaving  no  trace 
behind.  No  worship,  therefore,  was  offered  to  him. 
Acts  of  reverence  and  commemoration  were,  indeed, 
organised.  To  keep  the  remembrance  of  his  self- 
forgelting  toil  before  the  mind,  was  a  believer's  plain 
duty.  By  pilgrimage  tt)  the  holy  places,  by  hearing 
recitation  of  (he  Teaching,  by  participation  in  the 
festivals  which  celebrated  different  aspects  of  his 
career,  the  heart  of  the  true  follower  was  trained  to 
cherish  pious  affection,  and  live  in  devout  reverence 
and  aspiration.  But  the  Buddha  himself  could  re- 
ceive neither  prayer  nor  praise.  The  contemplation 
of  his  example  might  beget  a  kind  of  exulting  joy. 
No  disciple,  however,  supposed  that  the  Teacher  was 
conscious  of  his  faith,  or  looked  with  sympathy  upon 
his   struggles,   or  sustained   him   personally   as  he 


5o6  THE    BIBLE  ixz 

TiZ.  rhiT  wbererer  tfac  true 


r^-iT-ir  nis  »^JcrC  ^r  sa:.  rgcir^g  even  one  holv 
Terser.  ■  zzaZ  5Ccc  :f  earth  h-is  been  enjoyed  by 
rr.T5^.:.  :nere  ri^ve  I  yx.<;*c  zijseir.  anc  there  have 
I  beer,  si^dr^.  Where  ih^:  son  of  Buddha  has 
staved,  there  I  am.  -  Buddhism,  cherefore.  which 
started  v\zh  the  maxim  '  Work  our  vour  own  de- 
liverar.ce  with  diligence.  '  might  aficrwards  have 
added.  "  for  it  is  the  Buddha  which  worketh  in  you 
to  will  and  to  work.  When  the  Brahman  Ramachan- 
dra  was  converted  to  Buddhism  in  the  eleventh 
century,  he  seems  to  hiv-:  been  driven  by  persecu- 
tion from  his  native  land  in  the  Ganges  valley,  and 
to  have  found  shelter  in  Ceyion.  There  he  poured 
our  his  trust  in  a  little  garland  of  verse,  which 
almost  resembles  the  language  of  Christian  mys- 
ticism* : 

*  Whether  I  IiTe  in  heaTen  or  in  helL  vhether  in  the  city 
of  ghosti  or  of  men.  let  aiy  mind  remain  fixed  oo  thee,  for  there 
13  no  other  happL-ess  for  me:  Thou  art  my  tather,  mother, 
brother,  £:ster;  thou  art  my  fast  friend  in  danger,  O  dear  one, 
thou  an  my  lord,  my  teacher  who  imparts  to  me  knowledge  sweet 
as  nectar.  Thou  art  my  wealth,  my  enjoyment,  my  knowledge, 
my  anljence,  my  greatness,  my  reputation,  my  knowledge,  and 
my  life.     Thou  an  my  auL  O  all-knowmg  Buddha ! ' 

Is  this  the  language  of  illusion  or  fancy,  while  the 
utterances  of  Christendom  alone  are  real  ?  Is  the 
genuineness  of  a  religious  development  to  be 
measured  by  its  place  upon  the  map  ;  or  shall  we 

-  5.  B.  E.  zzi.  p.  327. 

-  Buddhist  Suttas,'  5.  B.  E.  zi.  p.  174. 

^Proctddings  0/ ikg  Royml  AsmHe  Sodeiy  o/Baigml,  Feb.  1890^  pu  125. 
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refuse  to  listen  to  any  voice  that  does  not  speak 
in  our  sacred  Name  ?  If  the  appeal  is  made  to  ex- 
perience, it  cannot  be  limited  to  the  records  of  one 
colour,  climate,  or  creed  ;  and  we  must  find  place 
for  an  eternal  Buddha  as  well  as  for  an  everlasting 
Christ.' 

Neither  then  in  the  shape  of  a  sacred  book  or  a 
sacred  tradition,  on  the  one  hand,  nor  in  the  emphatic 
delineation  of  the  phases  of  the  soul's  inner  life,  upon 
the  other,  can  the  authority  of  the  Church  be  said 
to  guarantee  itself.  The  attestation  of  external  fact 
may  be  impugned  ;  the  evidence  may  be  imperfect  ; 
the  alleged  occurrence  may  be  beyond  ihe  reach  of 
proof.  It  may  even  be  possible  to  produce  the 
factors  which  have  generated  the  idea,  and  show 
why  the  belief  should  have  assumed  that  form.  The 
testimony  of  sentiment  or  emotion  is  less  easily  set 
aside.  Such  inward  witness  carries  with  it  a  con- 
viction of  finality  or  assurance,  which  we  cannot 
bear  to  see  assailed.  There  is  so  intimate  a  relation 
between  these  cherished  faiths  and  the  very  centre 
of  our  personality,  that  we  are  wounded  and  out- 
raged at  the  cold  attempts  of  criticism  : 
'  And  like  a  man  in  wrath,  the  heart 
Stands  up  and  answers,  I  have  felt.' 

Yet  in  all  such  cases  there  are  really  two 
elements,  and  till  we  can  keep  them  in  our  minds 
clearly  apart,  there  is  always  risk  of  confusion  and 
error.     In  the  first  place  comes  the  inward  feeling, 

■  See  Ihe  ritual  tfaasUCed  by  BoU,  Coftm  0/  BuJdliiil  Scnflurts  from 
tin  Ckimu.  pp.  399-409- 
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This  is  the  primary  constituent  of  our  experience. 
The  intellectual  interpretation  which  follows  is  of  a 
secondary  character.^  It  is  not  in  itself  immediate  ; 
it  is  first  of  all  impressed  upon  us  by  those  under 
whose  guidance  the  feeling  has  been  roused;  it  is 
associated  in  our  minds  with  all  that  we  most 
cherish  and  revere  in  our  teachers ;  or  perhaps  it 
has  been  hallowed  by  some  solemn  hour  of  incom- 
municable emotion  when  we  were  alone  with  the 
mysterious  Power  to  which  we  had  learnt  to  give 
the  name  of  Christ.  And  yet  as  we  look  back  upon 
it,  we  find  it  again  and  again  subject  to  correction, 
or  at  least  to  re-interpretation.  We  observe  that 
similar  emotions  tend  to  cluster  round  different 
historic  forms.  The  Catholic  who  receives  upon 
his  lips  in  the  consecrated  wafer  the  very  body  of 
his  Lord,  believes  himself  conscious  of  a  personal 
relation  to  Christ,  a  vital  quickening  through  sacra- 
mental grace,  the  very  foundation  of  which  the 
Evangelical  denies.  No  one  can  read  the  higher 
literature  of  Eucharistic  devotion,  or  see  the  effects 
of  it — I  will  not  say  in  the  lives  of  some  of  his  own 

^  This  may  be  illustrated  from  another  pK)int  of  view  by  the  changed  inter- 
pretation of  the  phenomena  of  evil.  The  rise  of  malicious  thoughts,  storms  of 
ill-regulated  passion,  gusts  of  anger,  tempests  of  hate,  and  the  like,  used  to  be 
ascribed  to  the  presence  of  emissaries  of  the  Evil  One.  In  the  sixteenth  century 
Luther  wrestled  with  a  personal  Satan.  In  the  eighteenth  Wesley  prayed  over 
those  who  were  possessed  with  devils.  In  the  intervening  generations  how 
many  unfortunate  sufferers  were  supposed  to  be  under  diabolic  control,  and 
could  even  minutely  describe  their  own  symptoms.  In  this  case  a  larger 
experience  has  corrected  a  narrower.  New  knowledge  has  suggested  new 
interpretations.  And  as  the  old  belief  died  away,  the  violence  of  the  emotion 
engendered  under  it  has  in  its  turn  declined,  and  the  disturbances  and  agita- 
tions trouble  us  no  more. 
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friends,  but  upon  some  historic  scale,  such  as  in 
the  records  of  Port  Royal, — without  sympathy  and 
admiration  for  the  exalted  types  of  character  so 
often  associated  with  a  belief  in  the  continuous 
repetition  of  a  stupendous  miracle  which  others 
regard  as  a  gigantic  illusion.  Will  the  Evangelical 
deny  the  validity  of  this  communion  ?  Then  by 
what  process  can  he  justify  his  own  ?  If  he  asserts 
the  claims  of  the  priest  to  be  rooted  in  error,  and 
the  miracle  of  transubstantiatlon  to  be  no  reality  at 
all,  only  the  fatal  outcome  of  ages  of  superstition, 
what  reply  can  he  make  to  those  who  challenge  the 
interpretation  which  he  places  on  the  phases  of  his 
own  inner  life,  and  assert  that  a  similar  help  flows  in 
on  them,  not  through  the  medium  of  a  personality 
once  known  in  history,  but  from  the  eternal  source 
of  all  truth  and  good  ? 

We  are,  in  fact,  only  at  the  threshold  of  vast 
prospects  over  a  wider  field  of  religious  experience 
than  have  ever  been  possible  before.  We  see  that 
in  many  ages  and  by  many  modes  the  soul  went 
forth  to  a  Power  beyond  itself,  before  it  had  learned 
to  recognise  that  the  same  Power  was  already 
within.  In  the  first  ages  of  Christianity  that  Power 
was  again  and  again  identified  with  a  great  historic 
manifestation  in  the  person  of  Christ.  There  are 
minds  for  which  many  of  the  reasons  which  seemed 
to  justify  that  identification  then,  have  now  lost 
their  force.  Must  they,  therefore,  deny  the  validity 
of  the  experience  ?  Assuredly  not,  but  they  may 
reject  the  explanation.     They   may    point  out   that 
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similar  results  are  achieved  elsewhere  by  other 
means  and  through  different  forms.  They  may 
urge  that  a  theology  which  is  founded  on  the  inner 
life  of  the  soul,  cannot  limit  itself  to  one  specific 
line  of  development ;  still  less  can  it  mark  out  within 
Christianity  itself  a  seed  plot  of  truth,  and  declare 
the  blossoms  in  other  gardens  only  the  rank  growths 
of  a  lie.  They  may  plead  that  the  Power  which 
energises  in  myriad  ways  to  sustain  and  cheer,  to 
redeem  and  bless,  must  itself  be  universal :  and  as 
they  give  to  it  the  dear  names  of  Maker,  Father, 
Redeemer,  Comforter,  in  the  *  diversities  of  work- 
ings '  they  will  recognise  with  wonder  and  awe  *  the 
same  God,  who  worketh  all  things  in  all.'  ^ 

We  may  be  prepared,  therefore,  without  alarm 
for  gradual  changes  in  the  forms  of  our  religious 
thought.  They  will  tend  in  the  direction  of  greater 
simplicity.  We  shall  be  more  willing  to  recognise  with 
sympathy  elements  of  value  in  ideas  and  emotions 
which  we  do  not  share ;  and  we  shall  cease  to 
insist  that  the  experience  of  others  shall  be  moulded 
after  our  particular  type.  The  Nineteenth  Cen- 
tury has  discovered  meanings  in  the  Bible  which 
had  never  been  realised  before.  It  has  found  the 
clues  to  its  origin ;  it  has  traced  the  development  of 
its  great  conceptions  of  God  and  man ;  it  has  drawn 
out  the  beginnings  of  the  far-reaching  faith  in  the 

>  To  this  conclusion,  to  which  the  history  of  religion  seems  to  me  to  point, 
we  are  also  led  along  the  path  of  psychology  by  such  a  book  as  The  Varieties 
of  Religious  EJcperience  by  Prof.  William  James.  l*he  belief  that  the  soul  can 
have  direct  contact  with  an  objective  spiritual  reality  is  there  vindicated  after 
a  comparison  of  differeot  phases  of  the  inner  life. 
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unity  of  purpose  pervading  the  mysterious  courses 
of  the  world.  But  in  insisting  that  the  Bible  must 
be  interpreted  tn  the  light  of  historical  imagination, 
modem  study  has  not  made  it  an  easy  book  for 
the  casual  reader.  It  sometimes  requires  us  to 
realise  antique  forms  of  belief  from  which  the 
thought  of  to-day  has  moved  far  away;  it  carries 
us  among  distant  peoples  who  interpreted  life  in 
terms  often  widely  different  from  ours.  Much  of  it, 
moreover,  presupposes  an  elevation  and  an  intensity 
of  spirit  which  we  are  only  able  truly  to  approach  in 
rare  moments  of  clearness  and  trust.  Behind  its 
familiar  language  He  conceptions  and  appeals  to 
which  we  cannot  respond  without  efforts  of  sym- 
pathy and  aspiration.  To  read  the  Bible  aright  is 
to  rise  to  its  standards,  and  appropriate  its  truths. 
But  this  involves  more  than  its  mere  literary 
appreciation.  Its  understanding  demands  of  us  a 
certain  strenuousness  of  apprehension  ;  we  are  called 
to  serious  endeavours  if  we  would  reach  its  lofty 
altitudes  of  faith.  For  its  great  sayings  enshrine 
the  highest  attainments  of  human  insight,  when 
the  veils  that  hinder  our  vision  have  been  for  a 
season  withdrawn.  They  have  stood  the  test  of 
centuries  and  remain  undimmed.  They  have  behind 
them  the  '  weight  of  ages'  through  which  they  have 
sustained  the  life  of  the  dim  common  populations, 
and  nurtured  the  forces  of  duty  and  piety  on  which 
the  advance  of  our  best  efforts  depends.  Among 
the  religious  autobiographies  of  our  race  the  Bible 
occupies,  indeed,  no  place  apart.     The  Scriptures 


